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"THE Publiſher of the Treatiſe, which 
I have undertaken to anſwer, ſaith, 
That he forbears to Declare to the 
World the Name of that Worthy 
derſon, unto whom we are beholden for 
hat elaborate Compoſure; only that it hath 
or its Author, a Learned and Pious Miniſter. 
ow Pjous or Learned the Author of the Book. 
nay be, I am no more concern d to know, than 1 
m who the Author is, whom the Publiſher 
bath thought fir to commend as ſuch ; and having 
done, to conceal, But he is not (as far 4 
conceive) the more Learned or Pious for Wri- 
ing this. Book : Not the more Learned; for by 
the Helps he profeſſes to have had from 
Didoclavius, &c. he is guilty of many groſs and 
alpable . : And not the more Pious, 
ec auſe of Uncharitable Reflections and In- 
erences he every where makes, For would 
lan of''a truly Chriſtian Temper alled ge theſe _ 
Things nom againſt the Common-Prayer, which 
Pere alter'd or expunged above Thirty Tears 
before be publiſhed his Brief Diſcourſe? or, 
arge us with violating the Word of God, be- 
miſe we change the Werd Sabbath fer t. 
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Seventh Day ; or ſay that we fſacrilevionl 
ſteal from it, becauſe Hallelujah, or Praiſe f 
Lord, „ ſometimes left out in the Readin 
Pſalms, or that we equal, the Apocrypha | 
and Jet it wp above the” CAnogical Sit 
becauſe it's read on "the Migheſt Moly 
u be faith, but ot wer Y thhugh 4 
Articles of our Church expreſly declare th 
#0 be only of humane Compoſution. Suppaſe- . 
ſhould” treat this Author. after the ſame mane 
and whereas be profeſſes to have. compar} * 
Liturgy with the Milla, &c. I jhould vt 
Advantages given in his Book, to ſhew, that nd 
withſtanding this, he bad never rea: the th. 
am certain, I could much more ealily, 4 

Charitably do it, as be make 2 his above . 
Charge. For would any one converſant in t 
Miflal, Breyiary and Ritual of the Church 
Rome, have ſaid ( as be doth, p. 5.) Th 
Bez notes, that in the Roman Liturgy, My 
are taught ro cry, Je miſerere mer, no 16 
than ten times one after another? For wl 
need be qu te Bea for that which he has (a 
Saith ) read bimſelf;, and which after all, Be 
 niſtook,' and he with Beza 5 or rather he mit 
Heza in; ſince the Jeſu miſerere thus repeated, 
not an the Miſlal, Oc. but in private Offices of i| 
Church. Who ag ain, t hat had been converſant 
aur Liturgy, would have ſaid, 4; the Aui hade 
Some bade obſerv'd, chat of 1 72 Apocryꝑ . 
Chapters, but 38 are omitted? For what ne o: 
ihe te he be halden to another's Oblervation, . 
Shas he ghia had thus nad the Liturgy muſt hat 
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n e ſbremd Sign 1rbis Author was hard par to 
tr male good: his Charge againſt the Liturgy, 
te pode his Paint; Pr unlamful to be 
fent at᷑ the Common Prayer Worſhip. . 
ier al, its of little Service to our Au- 
r, an thoſe: of hit Communion, to make ſuch 
pic prodrs as be has dane ; for if all things were 
ter d, aud remov d that he objects againſt, they 
tis Muy mould. be no neurer to us than they are, 

the: things ſtand: at preſent ; as long. we are 4 | 
latzonal Church, and haue A Liturgy ; and whilſt 4 
» conferue Inulependent and Congregational, 
e Aguinſt the Uſe of any Forms, ever. ſuch as 

» Scriptural ( as the Lor ds Prayer and De- 

dect 5 nay, ad ainſt reading the Scripture 
their Publick Congregations. © © 
Itdeed\he bad dealt more ſincerely, if he had 
quainged his Reader, That they hold it. unlawful — + 


communicate with us, becauſe we are 4 Natio- 


[tal d ftruck at the | 
ca, Wt /o eaſily ton nor would look fo popu) 


ol . 10 


„„ 
" 


The PREFACE. | 
of God, according to. the Church of England, 
ſearch for the Images they ſuppoſed me wor ſbip 
The Time was when the Antinomians from 
mong themſelves, treated them in the like Way 
and calld them * Legal Preach Popiſh 
Factors, Scribes, and Oppoſers of Chnit 
And they may remember, what had like to bat 
been the Effect of it, if they had not taken up whi 
their Adverſaries calld a Bloody Tenet: An 
truly we had reaſon to fear it, if there had 1 
been a Superior Authority to over-rule it. 
But I ſhall forbear to recriminate, and ſhy 
leave the reſt to the Book, where I have let n 
thing eſcape that requires an Anſwer 7 and 
hope, have given a ſufficient Anſwer to it, and 
the iſſue have prov'd, that ( as far. as bis Et 
ceptions go) they have no reaſon to forbear | 
ing preſent at, or joining in the Commor.-Pray 
Book N orſhip ; which is the Matter of the Fai 
Queſtion: Nor that it's unlawful to take 
Oath by Laying the Hand upon the Bibie; whit 
is the Matter of the Second. —_ 


"Y — 
** — 


+ Hiftory of Antinomians, in the Preface. 
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A BRIEF 


)ISCOURSE 


Concerning the 


Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping GO D 
BY. THE 


OMMON-PRAYER. 


HE E Queſtion propoſed by the Au- 
thor, is, *. . 
Q. 1. What are the Reaſons why you judge 
it unlamful to be preſent at, or 10 partake 
the Common-Prayer Worſhip? ß 
The Reaſons he gives are fout, taken, 
l. From. the Original of the Commori-Ptayer-Book, 
ich, faith he, with the Ceremonies and Worſpip pre- 
ibed therein, J find to be in a great meaſure Popiſh 
1 Heatheniſh. Oe 5 
2. From the Matter of the Common-Prayer-Bosk. 

3. Hecauſe Publick Limrgies of bumane Compoſure, are 
Innovation and Deviation from Primitive Purity. 

4. In this Age of Light, it would be a'great Apoſtacy 
the leaſt to countenance or comply with ibe Common- 


* 


yer Worſhip. © Pp OE 

Theie are the Reaſons he advances, and by which 

endeavours to juſtify their continuatice in a Se- 

ation from the Church of Exgland, and the Wor- 

b therein Adminiſtr en. | | 
ſhall rake*thie Liberty to examine theſe Par- 
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Fs 2 Of the Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God 
TT Fior the clearer diſcourſing upon which, I ſhall q; 

| 15 vide what have to ſay, into ſo many Chapters, vl! 
1. Of the Original of the Common-Prayer, or Eni 
— 1 2. Of the Matter of it. | + 
1-5 3. [Of the Original of Liturgies. 


"8 4. Of Worſhip by a Liturgy. - 


a 
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A. L 
be Original of the Engliſh Litargy, 


UR Author ſaith, That the Common-Prajt 
Book, with 'the Ceremonies and Worſhip preſſ 
s bed therein, are in 4 great meaſure Popiſy « 
Heatheniſh, is taken out of the Pope's Maſs-Book 5, at 
therefore it is unlawful to joyn with it. 
This will be reſolved into two Queſtions. - 
Q.: 1. Whether the Common-Prayer be taken « 
of the Mzſs-Book, and be Popiſh and Heatheniſh? 
Q. 2. Whether the being taken out of the My 
Book, makes it unlawful to be uſed or joyned wil 
though iti be good and lawful in it ſelf? _ 
. Whether the Common-Prayer is taken ont 
the Maſs-Book? As our Author takes care to 
preſent it, one would think there is little of the 
auan Service left out in ours. The Common - Prayer, ia 
he, i in-4 great meaſure Popiſh----js taken out of 
Pope's . Maſs-Book------iz cannot be denied it's Jer 
from thence, p. 1. There i very little in the Engl 
which js not 10 be found in the other, p. 2. I 
is matter of Fact, and ſo is not to be determt 
by Authority. He himſelf makes a fair Prop 
which 1 ſhall accept of, viz. Let ſuch as have any 
fetancy about this matter compare the Papiſb Miſal, © 
with the Engliſh Liturgy, and they will, be convinced: I. 
what? That he had. never read and . compa” 
them; or is guilty of a'notorions Abuſe which 
| | | e 1 
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tends to have read and compared, ſhall affert 


ein e # not to be found in 1he other, 
or | | mn 

1. There is little com paratively in the Engliſo;which 
5 to be found in the Roman Liturgy, and far more 
left out, than ever was taken thence, This is in- 


et any one compare them, and he will be con- 
inced of the truth of it. Take that which is cal- 
d. The Canon of the Maſs, or Form of Adminiftring 
he Eucbariſt, and there is no Agreement, not one, 
ollett or Prayer the ſame. Go we to Bapri/m, 
nere is not. one Prayer belonging to that Office 
hat is in ours. And for the Litany, there is not a 
ird part of theirs in ours, and much in ours, which 
not in theirs. 

2. There is nothing in the Service of the Church 
Rome, which makes it the Pope's Miſſal, and is pe- 


4; 


liar to that Church, that is in ours; that is, 
h? Pere is no Popery in our Liturgy. This he is in 
e Mt forced to acknowledge. There are, faith he, 
J wills { as Prayers for the Dead, &c.) in the Roman 


tre y, which are not tranſlated into Engliſh. His Et 
\ ont , if brancked into Particulars, would be very 
> to ee, as he could not but know, if he had read and 
"the Ned them. As for Example, Where are their 


1 of che Euchariſt? Where their Solitary Communion, 
ern Communion in one kind? Where their frequent 
Engloiings of themſelves, and of the Book? Where 
\ TW: material Croffes, and the Adoration of them? 
ermußere their Prayers for the Dead? Where their 
ropdF<:cetiors, the Virgin Mary and Saints, that are 
e ade found in the Canon of the Maſs? Where are 
ſal, M. any Exorciſms in Baptiſm, the Puffs they blow 
cel: Ithe Infant's face, gheir Conjuration of Salt, for 

hole ſom Sacrament to the driving away of Devils, 
Thich WM put into the Month of the Infant, a 4 Pro- 


AV 


groſs 2 Falſhood, and. ſay, There i very little in ale 


leed directly contrary to what he affirms, and yet 


oihngs, Elevation, and.Adoration of the Elements 


Nin unto Eternal Life? Where the Spittle with . 
n which 


55 the Common- Prayer. We 
pufs upon his ignorant Reader, that after he pre- 
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| when our Lord ſball come to the Wedding, be may met 


o boly Mary, Mother of God, &c. pray for ws? Whe: 


in the laſt Age: [a] 7b: En 
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which the Ears and Noftrils of the Infants ar 
touched with an Ephphara, be opened ? Where the 
Oy] of) Salvation, (as it's call'd) wherewith the 
Prieſt Anoints the Child's Breaſt and Shoulders 
form of a Croſs? Where the Chriſm or Oyntment 
wherewith he anoints the Crown of the Head in 
gure of a Croſs? Where the change. of Garment; 
their Purple and White Robe, that the Child is t 
carry unſpotted before the Tribunal of our Lord? When 
the lighted Candle put into the Child's Hand, .thz 


him? Where the many Croſſings of the Head befon 
Baptiſm,and of the Eyes, Ears, Noſtrils,Breaſt,Shoul 
ders, Mouth, Cc. fo be found in their Rimal an 
Paſtoral? Laſtly, To go no farther, Where are t 


are the Angels and Arch-angels, the Patriarchs a 
Prophets, the Apofiles and Evangeliftsz the M. 
tyrs, Popes, and Confeſſors, the. Pricfrs and 
vites, the Monks and Hermits, the Virgins al 
Widows, the Forty ſcven Saints in particular, 2 
all Saints in general, that are. called upon in th 
Litany, Pray for ws? And if nothing that is tri 
Popiſb be to be found in our Liturgy, we have 
far reaſon to deny that it's talen out of the M 

Book, and is derived from thence. 2 
3. I add, That our Service is ſo far from be 
takep out of the Miſſal, that whatſoever in it is 
ſame with the Office in the Cliurch of Kome, is mi 
ly taken out of the Ancient Offices of. the Chrilt 
Church. And becauſe every one cannot comp 
it, I will produge zn Impartial Authority for 
Thus faith Mr. Ball, a Nonconformiſt of grear N 
liſh Liturpy, faich WI ab! 
1 not 4 Colledion out of the Malſs-Book, but a re > 
of the Litwgy, which beretofore had been ſtained ¶ Pag 
the Mas -and is not 4 Tranſlation of the Malik *re 
& Reſtitution of the Ancient Liturgies. So the MY the 
frers of Od Fygland, ina Letter to the Miniſter © « 
— Rt cau 


LJ Trial of the Grounds of Separ. c. 8. p. 15Y ic: 


\ 


———— 2 


ew England. wrote Anne 1637. It's no. bard task to 


the w., that our Service-Book was reformed in moſt things 
cording to the pureſt Liturpies,'which were in uſe long 
rs He the Maſs was beard of in the World, p. 2. | 
men To theſe I will add one more, for the Character 
in ic Author gives him, viz. Biſhop Jewel (whom 
ent: calls That great 'Light in the Engliſh Church, p. 
is tO.) Who faith, We are come as near as poſſibly we 
Ther Bud ro the Church of the Apoſtles, and of the old Ca- 
tha lier Biſbops and Fathers. And beſides, we have 
mei ned not only our Doctrine, but Sacraments alſo, and 
e fon Forms of our Publick Prayers, after the patern of their. 


Mites and Ordinances. 


1-211 To lay the truth, it'is a very odd thing to repre - 
re tient our Liturgy as Popich, when thoſe that com- 
Nha poſed and uſed the Liturgy, were burnt by the Pa- 
hs Ats for it, and when to this day neither will the 


apiſt communicate in it, nor with the Church that 
ſeth it. Our Author ſaith, There have been Jeluits 
md Popiſh Intelligencers that approved of our Service 
ed _ Pius 5th would have ratified it? And is it 
herefore Popiſh? The Independent allows the Preſ- 
ö trififibyterian Confeſſion of Faith: And our Author 
ſaith, p. 4. It muſt be acknowledged that ſuch of the 
Church of England-men, as keep to the XXXIX Ar- 
ticles in matters of Doctrine, are as Orthodox as any 
bei Proteſtants in the world. And is therefore the [nde- 
is pendent a Presbyterian, or this Author a Church 
s of England- man? I trow not. All is, that they a- 
ri gree in the Common Principles the other receives, 
omi and yet one is no more the other, than if they had no 
agreement in ſuch Principles. And ſo it is here, 
t che Engliſh Liturgy has nothing, but what is agree- 
lich able to the Doctrine of the Goſpel, and allowable 
reſl >} the Chriſtian Church; and therefore what the 
1d WM Papiſts will, or ought to allow; but for all that, we 
laß, are no more Papiſts, nor that any more Popiſh, than 
e Mic Independent is a Presbyterian, or our Author 
fre» Church of Exgland- man. It was not then, be» 

caule it was Popiſh, that they approved of our Set- 
«15 ice, but that it was Chriſtian, and pure iu its Or- 
8 | Wy. der 
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der and Compoſure; neither was it becauſe it v; 
Popiſh, that the Pope would have ratifted it, dV 
| hecaufe upon any terms he would have prevaile 
upon Queen Elixabetb to own his Authority," af 
Have regain'd her to their Church. -» 27 
4. However, I deny not, but that the Compile 
of the Liturgy did peruſe the Popiſh Offices, ap 
take as much from thence as was conformable 
che Ancient Offices, and was fit to be uſed; an 
that che rather, that they might the more eaſiiy f 
_ tisfy doubting or diſcontented Minds under the Alte 
rations then made, and induce them to comply wit 
them: And this was the meaning of King Zim 
Proclamation; A practice very Chriſtian and com 
mendable, and agreeable to the Apoſtolical pry 
dence which we read of, Ads 15, and 16. 3. 1 Cor. 9 
19. Oc. And which the Nation ſoon felt the happy 
effects of, when by chis excellent conduct it became 
. generally ſpeaking, Reformed. But yet after all 
little was taken out of the Maß-Book, and othe 
Otfices of the Romiſh Church, that they differed 
more than they agreed in, and more was left that 
taken our of them. t e 
But our Author ftays not here, That: rhe - Engliſh 
Linugy, ſaith he, 1 originally Heatheniſh as well 
Popiſh, is manifeſt: Firſt, In that the Pope's Ling y from 
whence urs ir derived, w ſo. The principal parts of tht 
Maſs-Book were borrowed from Idolatrous ' Fapan'. © The 
came from Numa Pompilius, p. 4... 
Anſw. It has been een out by Prote 

Rants, that there is great affinity and agreement. 
between the Heatheniſh and Popiſh Rites; but our” 
Author does an Injury to the Argument, when af 
firming, that the Principal Parts of the Maſs-Book; 
were borrowed from Idolatrous Pagans; he goes n6 
further than Veſtments, Holy water and Incenſe, as i 
theſe were the Principal Parts of the Maſs-Book, and 
the chief things that That agreed in with the Ido 
latry of the Heathens, | e 
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But ſuppaſe there be this conformity between the 
apiſt and the Fagan z what is that to us, if we agree 
ith neither? But that he attempts to prove. 
For though he cannot h 0 4 and Holy water and 

is Et cætera among us; ** he ſaith, Secondly, What 
in Repe tit ions does the Common-Prayer Book abound - 
ith? In one Service the Worſhippers muſt repeat ibe ſe 
ors, Good Lord deliver us, Fight times over. And 
e beſeech thee to hear us, Twenty times over. The 
loria Patri 3 to be repeated Ten times in the ſame 
orning or Evening Service. That the Heathens were 
ot to worſhip their Idols after the ſame manner, is clear 
om Matth. 7, &c. And Beza notes, Thai the Roman 
turgy. does abound with them, wherein Men are tauphs 
91, Jelu, Jeſu, miſcrere mei, no leſs than Tex times 
after another. | 15 

v. We grant, that there may be ſuch things as 
in Repetitions in Prayers, and other Divine Offi- 
5; for that is a Fault our Saviour charges on the 
athens: And what we, as well as our Author, 
arge on the Church of Nome; and is allo, fre- 
ently charged by thoſe that uſe and plead for 
"rms, on thole that uſe extemporary Prayers. 

2, We yet do maintain, That there are ſuch Re- 
titions in Divine Worſhip, as are not yain, that 
neither  Heatheniſh nor Popiſh. Such do we 
ad of in the -01d/Teſtament, as Pſalm 57. 1. 75+ 1. 
| + 1. 103. 1, 2, 22+ 107+ 8, 15, 21, 31. 136. through- 
protel And thus our Saviour repeated the ſame Words 


Repetitions are no more condemned by our Sa- 


s not conſiſt in uling the fame Words eight 


/ 


ice in his Agony in the Garden, Mat. 26. 44. and 
ce on, the Croſs, Mat. 27. 46. And conſequently 


zur in Mat. G. and 7. than all long Prayers are, 
. 23. 14. So that the Vanity of Repetitions 


es, or twenty times in Prayer. For do we re- 
t in gur Service, . Good Lord deliver s, eight 
es? And Glory be te the. Faber, &., ten times 7 
ö a, Nie beſeech thee 16. bear , Good Lord, twenty 
Bu So we find, that the Fewiſp Church * 
| | only. 
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| 8 Of the Lamfulneſs of Worſhivp g God 

only had their thrice, and their" four times, . 
their twenty ſeven times, as it is in every Verſe! 
P/alm 136, Hu Mercy endurerh for ever; which 5 
was moſt uſed on ſolemn Occaſions, as we m 
find it, 2 Chroy. 5.13. 7. 3, 6. 20. 21. Ezra 3. 14: 3 
33. 11. So that we may more truly ſay of y 
Church of God amongſt the Fews, than he do 
of the Heathens, and their Idols, that were m 
to Worſhip God juſt after the ſame manner, with R 
petitions in their Service, as we. " 

3. We are to conſider wherein the Vanity 
Repetitions confifts, ſo as to be after the mani 
of the Featbens. This admits great Variety, 
juſt Bounds cannot eaſily be ſer; ſo that it's not 
be exactly ſaid, Here the vain Repetitions begin, 
here they end. But they are ſuch, | | 

(1.) When they that uſe them, think that th 
ſhall be beard for their much ſpeaking, as our $i 
our faith, the Featbens did: Thus the Prieſts 
Baal did, crying out, o Baal bear us, from Mort 
till Noon; and accordingly Elijab upbraids th 
1 Kivgs 18. 26, 27. | 

(2.) When it is nothing but Tautology, vg 
Repetition of the ſame words without new Math 
or of the ſame matter, but in differing words; 
when there are words enly without matrer or lent 
Such were the Verſes of Battzs the babbling Pd 
Such were the Hymns uſed often by the Heathens 
the worſhip of their Gods. Such are the Feſu, 
Oc. without Intermiſhon, ſometimes uſed in the 


man Church. | B 
But when there are diftin& Petitions, it's as Ae 

ful to cloſe each, [with We beſeech thee 10 hear us, . 
Lord] as it is to ſay Amen, which we find to folk 
every particular Petition,anq was diſtinctly repeat. 
tor twelve times together after that manner, N * 
n # | e. nn 
7305 Vain Repetitions, are when the words.” - 
thought: ſufficient, though the Heart be not . 1: 


them; but this may be common to any, and is 
faulr of the Perſon, not of the Prayer. ” f 
is. 30 1 0 


1. 


* 


— „ * * — 8 * 
4 _— 
—_ — 2. — = » <<< * 7 D 12 
Jr rr 
4 Lg 
$7: A 


* 


though there are Repetitions in our Service, yet 
they are neither Heatheniſh, Popiſh, nor vain. 
Thirdly, he faith, Some of the moſt Learned Patrons 
of Liturgies produce it as an Argument for them, that 
the Heathens made uſe of Forms in their Idolatrous wor- 
ſhip, p-. 5- And fo he makes this the difference be- 
tween the Heathens and Chriſtians, that the firſt 
uſed Forms, but the laſt prayed without them. As 
for the practice of the Chriftians, we ſhall have oc- 


ſhall I trouble my ſelf with the Opinion of thoſe 
Learned Patrons of Liturgies, he ſpeaks of: But I ſhall 
take this Argument as it liesbetore us, which is, That 
our Liturgy is heatheniſh, becaufe we uſe Forms as 
they did. He might as well have ſaid, Our Litur- 
ey is heatheniſh, hecauſe we uſe words as they did 
Wince it's no more heatheniſh to uſe Forms than 
Fords. If they had the uſe of Forms, it rather 
ews the ſenſe that Mankind generally have of this 
atter; and that there cannot be too great a care 
aken of our demeanour in Divine Worthip, accord- 
ng to the Direction of the Wiſe-man, Fecl. 5. 2. Be 


4 berefore let thy words be few, aud well conſidered. 

rde et it che Heathens had Forms, ſo had the Fews, 

r ſent had Chriſtians, as I ſhall ſhew; and ſo Forms no 
pore make our.Worlhip heatheniſh than Jewiſh. 


In concluſion, our Liturgy muſt needs be heathe- 
ſh without Heatheniſm, and popiſh without Pope- 
in it. | 
But ſuppoſing, that our Liturgy was (as he would 
Wc it) taken out of the Maj5-Book ; yet, 
O. 2. Will the being taken out of the Maſ5-Book, 
ake that Worſhip, which is etherwiſe good and law- 
h to become unlawful to be uſed, or joyned with? 
This he affirms, and offers to prove after this 
anner: | | 5 | | 
It's 4 known Maxin (faith he) Omnis honor Idoli 
Idolatria: He that ſhall put any reſpe& upon an Idol, 
Mt be clear of the Sin of 1dolatry 3 but the Maſs-Book 
an Ide]: And he that uſeth a Prayer, or joms with a 
e B Prayer 
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cation. to ſpeak of it under another Head; neither 


jor raſh with thy mouth, &c. for God is in Heaven, &c. 


* —— — 
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Prayer taken out of that Book, thereby puts an lonour upon 
an- Idol-------- How then can we joyn in Prayer taken out of 
the idolatrous Maſs-Booł, and off them 10 the Holy God? 

In this there are three Things contained. 

1. That the Maſs-Book is an Idol. 

2. That to tate 4 Prayer, or joyn with a Prayer taken 
out of the Maſs-Book, is 4 reſpect tio an ol, and i 
Idolatry. 

3. That it's unlawful to joy? with a Prayer taken ou 
of the Mals-Book. 

1. The Maſs-Book i, an Idol. This we may juſtly 
queſtion, becauſe an Idol is the Repreſentation « 
ſome Divine or beatified Object, and that is as ſuck 
propounded and ſet up for Adoration ſuch are the 
Images of God and our Saviour,ot Angels and Saint 
in the Church of Kome. But in this tenſe the Maſi 
Book is no Idol: There is no Prototype or Object 
repreſents, nor is any ſuch Adoration paid to it, 
is paid to an Image, or a Crucifix. We grant ., 
well as he, that the Maſs-Book is Idolatrous, as it cot 4 
tains lome things that are ſo, and is uſed in idol 
trous Worſhip ; But it no more follows from thenqgy., 
that it is an Idol, than that the Incenſe, Holy watell. 
or Veſtments are Idols, which are uſed when tha, - 
fay Miſs. But ſuppoſing. the Maſ5-Book for once iff | 
3 an Idol, that we may proceed to the next Qu... 

ion, viz. 

2, Whether the taking a Prayer out of the M 
Book, be ſuch a reſpett to it, as makes the Prayer 
be idolatrous? To this I anſwer, That the Pray 
taken out of the Maſs-Book, and inſerted in our 


7 
h, 


4 


turgy, are ſo far from being a reſpett, that it is, © 
diſreſpe& to it. For at the ſame time that ſor x 
Prayers were taken out, thoſe were rejected tu 
were left behind, for the groſs Corruptions that we eh! 
in them; and by ſo doing, the Reformers as mul. A 
tefrified to all the world their abhorrence of it; 4h 
the emptying the infected Houle of the Goods 1 leq 
Utenſils not infected by the Leproſy, and the WF. 


ſaking it, was a plain declaration of its Polluti the 
So that if Prayers taken frpm thence are good, 
. vu 
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efing them when taken thence, is ne Idolatry; and 
on Communion in them no Sin, and no more unlawful 
WM than it was to ule the Yeſſels that were carried out 
r ort the infected Houſe, | 

3. But, faith he, it js unlawful to joyn with 4 Prayer 

talen out of the idol atrous Mals-Book. This is the main 
ken Queſtion, viz. - | 
11 Q. Whether that which has been us'd in idolatrous 

Worſhip, may if otherwiſe good and lawful, be uſed 
ung nere the Worſhip is not idolatrous ? f 

W This he denies, and for it offers theſe Reaſons. 
tl 1. We ought not to name an Mol, hut with deteſta- 
n %; much le may we offer it as Worſhip to God. Pal. 
F. 4. Exod. 23. 13. Ho. 2. 16. 17, P. 4. 

2. It was Paul's Fudgment, that Meat once of- 
erd to 1dolds, ſhould not be made uſe of, 1 Cor. 10. 28. 
herefore 4 Service-Book offer'd to Jdols ought not 10 
e uſed, For there is a parity of Reaſon. 

3. God hath ſtrialy prohibited his People all bo- 
img with the Heathen in civil uſages, betauſe he would 
t have them imitate the Heathen, Levit. 19. 19, 27. 
—— eſpecially in matters referring to the Worſhip of 
Wl. Hence they were probibited going up by ſteps 10 

Altar, Exod. 20. 24, 26. to plant a grove near t 
tar, Deut. 16. 31. And 10 worſhip to the Exit, Ezek. 
16. 

Before I proceed to conſider theſe Arguments in 
rticular, I ſhall ſtate the Caſe it ſelf; for reſol- 
ng of which we may obſerve: 
1. That there are things idolatrous in their own 
ture, or made ſo by a ſtanding poſitive Law, and 
re always the ſam?. Suck is the Picture of God, 
* worſhipping by Images. 8 
at here are things that have been cuſtomarily 
ed o priated to idolatrous Worſhip, and the ute of 
nat Wich in common eſtimation, hath been accounted 
latrous. Such was the offering Incenſe among 
Heathensz and therefore the primitive Chriſtians 
led it, as an acknowledgment of their Worſhip; 
the Thurificati tat offer'd incenſe to the Idol, tor 
1oiding perſecution, were reputed Idolaters. 

B 2 3. There 


* Which had been offer'd to Idols, when it was aft 
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3. There are other things that are uſed as well in 
true as idolatrous Workſhip, and are lawful in them. 
ſelyes; ſuch as Time, Place, Habit, Poſture, 

2 he firſt is always unlawful, and makes Worſhip 
idolatrous. | | 

The ſecond is not to be uſed where it has been 

thus appropriated, and thus accounted, during ſuch 
an opinion of them. | | 

So that it's the laſt of theſe that the whole turns 
upon; for after all the clamour he makes about Ido 
latry,and the charge he would fain faſten upon us, he 
can produce nothing that is idolatrous amongſt yi 
no Images, no prayers to Saints, nor ſo much as an 
thing appropriated, or in common eftimation ſo 29 
counted; no incenfings of Books or Images, no ſprinkl / 
lings of Holy water; but it all amounts to this, th. 
Forms and Reæpetitions ha ve been us'd by Idolaters; th 
they had White Garments, and obſerv'd Holy- days: Me 
p. 4, 5, 8. Which are things lawful in themſel tr 
(as I ſhall ſhew) and cannot be made unlawful by Me 


ing l us'd in idolatrous Worſhip. For when [dolat» 


js not in the nature of the thing, but in the uſe, tat! 
away the Uſe, and the Idolatry ceaſeth; and con" 
quently it may be lawfully uſed where there is no N 
latry in the Worſhip,and no Idolatry in the uſe off L 
And if it be not to be uſed, it's not becauſe it's tl 
lawful in it ſelf to uſe it, but becauſe it's forbid 
by God, as was the cale among the Fews ;/ or becal 07 
of ſome circumſtances that make it inconveni 
and dangerous. Thus it wa; lawtul to cat that M 


ward Expos'd to ſale in the Shambles, or ſet u 
the Table at an Entertainment; [4] becauſe it 
thereby reſtor'd to a common uſe; when yet it 
not lawful to fit at Meat in an [dol's Temple, 
that was to have fellowſhip in the Idolatry, LU) 
is then no more Idolatry to uſe a White Gar 
or a Temple, or ablerve a Day, or to uſe a PH 
that has been uſed or obſerved in idolatrous Wo! . 

b . X ad 


[a] 1 Core 18. 25, 27. [Lb] Cb. g. 16. Ch. 1e. be 


_d 


— 
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by an idolatrous Church, than it was to eat Meat 
at had been offer'd to Idols. Purify the Gold, ane 
parate the Droſs from it, and the Gold is not the 0 
rſe for tne Drols that was before mingled with it. | 
rape the Walls, and caſt out the, infected mate- 
als, ſo that the-Houfe be freed from the Leproly, 
nd it might have heen as well inhabited, as if it had 
yer been infected, Levit. 14. 48. (to make uſe of 
rmer Compariſons, p. 2 C 3.) And take the things 


100 ful from the things unlawful, and they become 
;, be ful again, and may be lawfully uſed. 

Bat, ſaich he, The Rubbiſh of the leprous _ was to 
ant into an unclean place: And the Leproſy breaks out 

| il ; therefore we may bave no Communion with it, p. 3. 


But ſurely it's the ſame thing if we leave the Houle 
What is infected, as it is to carry away the Rubbiſh into 
n unclean place; elſe why doth he talk of leaving 
he Communion for the ſake of the Leproſy of Ido- 
tr We grant the Church we left to be idola- 
Wrous, there the Leproſy is; and therefore we left 
but we left the Idolatry with the Church, and 
Wet him prove there is any of the Leproſy of Idolatry 
n what we have taken out of it, and then he would 
xy lomewhat to the purpoſe; but that he is far from. 
Let us however conſider his Arguments relating 
o the general part. Firſt, We ougbt, ſaith he, not to 
add eme an Idol but with deteſtation, much leſs offer it as 
Vorſhip to God. | 
| anſwer, (1.) The Naming there forbidden, is the 
aming an Idol with reſpect; and indeed the addreſ- 
ng any Worſhip to it. So Pſal. 16. 4. Their ſorrows _ 
ball be multiplied that baſten after another God; their 
irink-offering of Blood will I not offer, nor take up their 
ame into my Lips: That is, they might not name 
nem by way of Worſhip, nor offer Sacrifice to them. 1 
(2.) Where is there ſuch a naming of an Idol a- | 
non ght us? what reſpect do we give to his Idolthe 
M:/;-Book ? what Saint do we adore ? But, ſaith he, 
e rayers are taken out of the idolatrous Maſs-Book. But 
hat then, if there be nothing of their Idolatry in 
d. ue Prayers that are taken theacez when ſuch are 


taken 
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taken thence, they are no more idolatrous than | 
fore they were taken into the Mzſ5-Book. 

24. He ſaith, It ws Paul's Fudgment, that meat w 
> why to Mols ſhould not be made uf; of, 1 Cor. 10.2 

ere fore 4 Seryice-Book offered to Idols onght not to 
uſed. For there js 4 parity of Reaſon. 

Il conceive he is much miſtaken in the account | 
gives of the Apoſtle's Fudgment, who is ſo far fro 
maintaining Meat offered to Idols to be unlawful, thi 
he makes it a thing indifferent, when not in the 1d 
Temple (as before;) and what a Perſon may with 
ſafe conſcience eat of without ſcruple, unleſs it 
with reſpect to another's conſcience that is thereh 
offended, as thz Apoſtle determines it, v. 28, 2 
Now it Meat offered to Idols might be eaten of, the 
a Service-Book that has been uſed in idolatrous Wai 
ſhip may be lawfully uſed (when the things contain 
in it are otherwiſe lawtul-and good.) For there # 4 
rity of Reaſon, as he argues. | 

34. He ſaith, God hath prohibited his People all yu 
lizing with Heathen, &c. 

We grant that God did prohibit the pews all ſyn 
bolizing and agreement with the Heathens in thei 
Idolatry. That is not the Queſtion. But, 

1. Whether an agreement with Idolaters in whul 
was once uſed by them in Idolatry, becomes an Ide 
latry, or be unlawful becauſe it hath been ſo uſed! 

2. Or, whether what was forbidden to the Fews, | 
** to all People; And to Chriſtians as well 
they: 

Theſe we deny. | pes 

The firft we deny as to the Fews, that evet) 
thing uſed in idolatrous Seryice was unlawful t 
them; for he faith, The Prieſts of Iſis uſed to wel 
Linnen Surplices, p. 9 and yet ſuch Linnen Garmeil 
were the Prieſts and Levites to ofhciate in. [ 
So Circumcition was uſed among the Egyptians and 
other Nations, and yet continued to be uſed amony 
the Fews. | 


—— 


[a) Levit. 16. 4, 32. 
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Again, We deny that what was in that kind for- 
adden to the Fews, was forbidden and unlawtul to 
1, For | | 

1. A great part of what they were forbidden, 


as with reſpect to the People that before inhabited 


e Land; with whom they were to make no Co- 


enant, but were utterly to deitroy them, their Al- 


ars, Images and Groves, Cc. Exod. 23. 32, 33» 
nd 34. 12. Deut. 7. 2, 3, 6 

24. They were a People very prone to Idolatry, 
nd ſo were often tied up by {trit Reſtraints and 
enalties, from ſuch things as had been abuſed to 
lolatry, though not in themſelves idolatrous. 

34. They both came from Egypt, where they had 
ng converſed with idolatrous Service, and after- 
ard bordered upon Nations violently addicted to 
olatry and Sorcery; and in ſuch circumſtances 
ere were theſe Checks laid opon them; and an 
ſimilation to the Cuſtoms of ſuch forbidden. 

All which was not from the nature of the thing, 
d becauſe all uſages of Idolaters were unlawtu!, 
ut becauſe of the circumſtances of People, Time, 
d Place: And if ſo, then we mult leave the 
iſe of ſymbolizing, and no longer make it a caſe 
Conſcience, but of Prudence and Expediency 
d fo we are left to judge what is fit to be re- 
ined, and what not; what practiſed, and what 
Dt. * N 
Here our Reformers ſl:ewed their Prudence and 
loderation, by what they choſe; when the Cerc- 
onies were few; and what were the Ceremo- 
es of the Ancient Church, rather than the Ko- 
. When they choſe ſeme, that they might not 
ve offence to the Churches of Chrift, in other 
its of the World that continued to uſe them; 
d yet retained no more, that they might not 
rden their own Communion. When the Offices 
ty feletted were agreeable to the Ancienteſt 
aces of the Church. nt | | 
So that there was no Reformarion in any place, 
here ſo much Temper vas preſerved, and where the 


purity 


= As 
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purity of Religion, and the fimplicity and ſole 
nity of Divine Service were more regarded: t 
what was good was retained; what, was noxig 
was purged out, and even what was ſuperfluous | 
exſcinded. 

But this he will not allow. 8 

For, ſaith he, the uſe of ſuch a Liturgy doth hn 
the Papiſts in their Jdolatry, p. 4. So the Lit 
3 Rome, and will perhaps. lead thiiber apy 

18. | 
, But, 1. How can ſucha Liturgy harden them ini 
Holatry, or lead thither, which has none of th 
Idolatry in it; and in which the Papifts are 
preſly charged with Idolatry? Vid. Rubrick at: 
Communion. | 

2. How can this hardexy them, or lead thit 
which has been the means of baniſhing and ke 
ing their [dolatry out of the Kingdom ? 

3- How can this harden them, or lead thith 
when the Papiſts agree with our Author, That 
unlawful to be preeſnt at, or partake in the Comm 
Prayer Worſhip, and are-excommunicated if they 

4. How can this barden them, or lead thither, ul 
there is nothing that the Papiſts more labour to) 
ſeſs the People with prejudices againſt, than the 
turgy of our Church? © | 

But he adds, p. 4. The Jews themſelves are ſcan 
lized by the 22 It's a Celebrated Saying an 
them, That the Chriſtians have their Jephilleth | 
Armillus; that i, their Prayer-Books from Al 
- Chrift. 

At what are the Fews ſcandalized ? is it that 
have a Liturgy ? So have they themſelyes had | 
latter Ages at leaſt. And ſo our Author him 
faith, p. 13. That he had ſeen Liturgies wrine! 
the Hebrew Tongue. 

Is it that we receive our Prayer-RBook from 4 
chrif 2 Yes, ſaith he; and for jthis quotes a Oli 
brated Saying, of theirs. But is this the truer W® 
their ſaying ſo? They ſay, it ſeems, that Of 
iam: bꝛve received their Prayers from Antichn I 


' 
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but I hope that there are many Griflion in the 
World, that have Prayer-Books, which they never re- 
ecived from the Auticbriſt he ſpedks of: So the Greeks 
and Abyſſms, &c. The whole is at leaſt a ſorry Mi- 
ſtake, and which, for ought I (ee, he underſtands no 
more than we de his 7ephilleth. The caſe is plainly 
thus; That the Rabbins lay, that Armillus was to be 
a Perſon of prodigious Form, begot of a Marble 
Statue in Kome, and was to be the laſt Enemy of 
the Fews, and the Leader of the Chriſtiay Forces 
againſt them; that he ſhould kill Meſſias Ephraim, 


re Hand at laſt be killed by Meſſias Ben David. That he 
e ſhould give Tepbilletb HDH and a Law to the Chri- 


ſtians, Which he and they ſet up in oppoſition to the 
law of Moſes. So that we ſee that his Tephilleth is 
the Law as well as the Prayers of Chriſtians; and 
they make Armillus to be toward the end of the 
World, the laſt Enemy of the ꝓews; and how could 
our Liturgy, or the Liturgies now uſed by Chriſtians; 
be the Prayers received from Armillu, when Armi- 


hey is yet to come, according to the Rgbinical No- 
„ „tion? If the Reader pleaſes he may hare a fuller 
to count of this Fewiſh Garagantua in Buxtorf 's Lexi- 


an, Chald, Talmud. Rabbin ; for I am weary of this 


he n 2 
1 ritling and unintelligible ſargon. 
e frat 2 1 
g an A ey WER TEE — — 
eth 3 2 
HAF. I. 
f * 0 


Df the Matter of the Common-Prayer- 


$ had 

LY Book, | 

wrinier | 

om All EFORE T1 regent to the particalar Con- 
a offi fideration of his Objections relating to this 
truet Head; let me obſerve, That if we ſhould 
hat Rant, what he finds fault with, to be blame-worthy, 


eus not to the purpoſe; and the Point he pro- 
gd, which is to give Kca/ons why be judges ir unlaw- 
(- | fu} 
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ful 7 be preſent at, or partake in the Common-Prapet 
IVorſhip. 

71 lay, it is not to the purpoſe; and that for theſ 
Reaſons. For, 8 

1. There may be many things, that may be given 
a reaſon againſt Miniſterial Conformity, which will 
not be a reaſon againſt Communionwith the Church 
ſince there are thoſe things required to the one, 
that are not required to the other. Such is the 
Surplice, the Office for Burying the Dead, Marry: 
ing, p. S. Cc. which belong to the Minifter,and not tg 
the People: And therefore though it ſhould be uns 
tawful to wear a Surplice, or uſe theſe Offices, ye 
ſince Lay-Communion is not concern'd in them, the 
are no reaſon for Separation. The 

2. Many of his Objettions are only directed 
gut the occaſional Offices, and ſo can be no rei 

on againſt conftant Communion in the Daily Ok 
fice, or in thoſe Offices, in which they do not occur 
As ſuppoſing what he alledgeth out of the Office 
Burial, Marriage, Baptiſm, &c. to be true and ſuf 
cient, yet though they may be a reaſon againſt þ 
iag preſent at the Ofhces of Burial, Baptiſm, an 
Marriage, they are no reaſon againſt Communia! 
where thoſe Offices are not concerned. 

3. Things inconvenient, if not unlawful, are 
reaſon for a Separation, becauſe then there could! 
no Communion with any Church, ſince no Chur 
is without them: And if we ſhould grant the reading 
worſe Tranſlation of Scripture, and the Apocrypha,1 
the Church, to be things of that nature; yet it u 
be hard to ſhew them to be unlawful in themſelve 
and to make it neceſſary to withdraw from ti 
Church where they are uſed. | en 

If theſe things be conſidered, moft of what he tz 
ſaid will be prevented; but that 1 27 not ſeem t; 
avoid any thing, I ſhall take notice of the Parti 
lars as they lie in order. And his Arguments tai. 

from the Matter of the Service-Book, are on 
1. Some things appointed therein are, in the judgmaee . 

of ſober and judicious Perſons,cxtreamly ridiculous. ny ea 
ll 
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Firſt, ſaith he, How many odd and ſenſeleſs Jranſla- 
ions of the. Holy Scripture have been found therein? It's 


yet 


heſk 
all his Inferences of that kind, but one, from the 


ey vice- Bsob, as it ſtood hefore the laſt reviſil,and that 
$ Pſal. 5 8. 9. Or ever their pots be made hot with thorns, 


na 
will 


rc ler indignation vex them, as 4 thing that s raw. At 
one rhich he triumphs, What nonſence is this! Now I 
s theo not think that to be Nonſence which is not ſoon 
arrj\MWaderſtood 3 for then what will he make of the e. 


ew in this Verſe, which has ſeveral difficulties. in 
But I think there is a goqd account to be given 
f the ſenſe of this Verſion; and that is, E're 
at the Pots are made hot with the Thorns, they 
all be ſeverely puniſhed; The being made hot with 


ot to 
e uns 


s, ye 
4 they 


ted e Thorns, ſets forth the ſuddenneſs; and the 
10 rei raſe, Vexing 4 thing that js raw, denotes the ſeve- 
ly Ot! of it. | 

occuI 2. His next Inſtance of things extreamly ridiculous, 
ce ¶ that in the Liturgy, the Writings of the Prophets, Alls 
d ſufiſ ! Revelations, are called Epiſtles. If theſe were for- 
nft derly, they are not now ſo called; but of theſe when 


ad in the place of Epiſtles, it's ſaid, The Portion of 
ipture for the Epiſtle. That is, the Sections of Scri- 
ures read in that order, are generally Epiſtles 
| io, as it's uſualin other cales, (as he gran:s it 
1.) gives the name to all; And as it is not now, 
never was it called the Epiſtle of the Prophets, 
bs or Revelationsz but the Epiſtle taken out of 
F 5 & Cc. | 
He objects againſt the Reſponſes, Thoſe broken 
ponds, faith he, and ſhreds of Prayer, (as Mr. Cart- 
ght calls them) which the Prieſts and People toſs be- 
en them like Tenns-balls, ſeems extreamly ridiculous 
anders-by, Without doubt this is a venture of, 
t ſeem Mt; but 1 ſuppoſe there are Standers-by,that will call 
Parti another Name; and inftead of Wit, term this 
nts takWrility in Converſation, and prophanenels in Re- 
on; Eſpecially if we conſider how many Pſalms 
nd gmAce are in Holy Writ, that are penn'd (or ſuppoſed 
'A$h0Wcalt to be fo, by We Men) after this * 
2 | | n 


m, al 
nunio! 


are 
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eading 
-rypha, 
et it 
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at he! 


rid 


ell he ſaid, bæve been found; for he is fain to draw. 
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25 Of the Lawſulneſs of Worſhipping God 
And whatever his Stenders-by may think, there are 
' Perſons of Piety ancient and modern, that have 
thought this way very becoming, and of excellent 
uſe to quicken Deyotion, andeexcite Attention, 
What may not be ſaid in any cate by ſuch Perſons at 
pheſe, that call this way of Devotion ( as he doth) 
4 taking God's Name in vain? And what occaſion may 
others take after the ſame manner, to treat they 
long Prayers, that are often nauſeous to Sra1ders-by fot 
their affected length, and tedious enlatgements, am 
forced Repetitions. 2p ON 
2. He objects, Th Common-Prayer Bodk & puily 
of violating the ſacred Word of God: And here hl 
charges it with no leſs than obliterating, contradift 
ing, adding to it, and detracting from it; and the 
concludes, Among Men, clipping and corrupting of Cil 
# Treaſon. 1 and certainly it's a dreadfal thiny to add 
or take from the Word of God, Deut. 4. 2. Rev. 22. 19: 
And it's certainly a dreadful thing z and wo to thei 
them that are guilty, TAL Md 
Here 1 ſhould have expected 2 rounder Chary 
by one that ſo exactly read the Liturgy, and that! 
would have told the World, that we take who 
Chapters from the Word of God, and which hay 
no place in our Kalendar, nor are read publicklyW' 
the Church, as I do acknowledge. And ſurely 
the omiſſion of one Verſe in a Pjalm, and Aale: 
in others, be a raking from the Word of God; then muy 
more is' the omiſſion of whole Chiprers z nay, M- 
three whole Books. But he durft not preſs that Wc 
far; for if he had, it would have fallen hard ul 
ſuch as never have the Scriptures read in their Copy 
gregations, though that was a ſolemn part of Din C 
Worſhip in the Churches of God, as the Script: 
informs us, Ads 15. 21, Oc. And if the Churcif 
Rome is ſo deſervedly blamed for keeping the SF”: 
tires in an unknown tongue, what do they not 
ſerve, that never read them at all in their Congt 
tions? Surely it they had, according to our 
viour's Advice, conſidered the Beem in their 
Eye, they would not have thus magnified the 
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heir Brother's Eye. I remember a Queſtion ift 
ook of the fame kind with our Author's, Whether 
teſtants 12 do not fin in le fraading the Pe 
Books and Chap tert of Scripture, # well as Papifts 


ns fr cuding them of al? And then what fort of 


oth tnt are they, that with the Church of mne 
ma aud the People of all, fo far as the Publick Ser- 
thei of God is concern'd ? e 

by tot 
Sz ang 


gui | 
re I 
radid 


ces, by which he would make good his Bloody 
ree, 1 ſhall premiſe a few things. "SA 


canilations, Slips, and Errors, and not chars 
ble with Perverſeneſs, according to What we 


d theWMrze upon the Church ot Rome. For here is no 
of reſt to be ſerved ; For what is our Church con- 
4 ed, whether it be read as the Litufgical Tranfla- 
2. 1% bath it, The Seventh Dayz or as the Common 


inflation, The Sabbath? Whether as that, they were 
obedient to bis Word ; or as this, They rebelled not 4 
7 bis Word? Whether as that, The vod of the 


0 the! 
Char! 


that Mel comerh not into the lot of the rigbteum; of as 
Who eſteth not? Whether, as in that, the Titles 
ch hone Plaims and Hilelujabs are omitted; of 
ickly WM" this, they are inſerted ? Surely here is no In- 
ſurelſ tt viſible in this, that ſhould incline our Tranſ- 
21ers of the Pſalter to pick out theſe Texts above 
en muWothers to make bold with. | 

nay. . Mittranſlacions and Errors of this kind, are no 
that Wicient Reaſon for not * ſuch a Traullation, 
rd u much leſs for ſeparating from a Church where 
eit Mare uſed ; for then no Tranſlation could be us d, or 


F Pin Church communicated with, becauſe no Church 
Script our ſuch Tranflations,and no Tranſlation wich» 


uren inch Errors. Thus it was in the Church of the 
the Seh hen the Septuagint Greet Tranſlation was usd, or 
r a et lt ad 

one! E . | 

o our] A Survey of the Book of Common-Praper, An 


their 9, 5p. 28. 
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122 Of the Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God 
in publick: Which doth often alter and add to 


2 


* , i 
, 


Original Hebrew; and yet was not only us'd,but gy 
by the Divine Writers, even in many places wiy 
thole Altecations and Additions are. So it alts 
Heb. 10. 5, 38. 11. 21. Rom. 10. 18. Acts . 8. It i 
as Luke 3. 36, 37. Acts 7. 14. | 
Then alſo muſt not our common 'Tranſlation 
uſed, which beſides the Miſtakes allowed to be in 
does add in many places, and. particularly hal 
Verſe, 1 John 2. 23. So it adds the Dates and $ 
ſcriptions to the Epiſtles, Chapters, Verſes, and] 
guments throughout the whole. And of this kind; 
all his Inſtances. _ Rt 
As (1.) He faith, The Common-Praycr-Book 
lates the Word of God, as ſometimes the words of. $ 
ture are obliterated, and others put in their room. 
in the Catechiſm they bave changed thoſe words in 
Fourth Commandment, The Lord bleſſed the Sabbath 
into the Seventh-day. | 
Anſ. We grant it is ſo; but it's to be remembe 
that it's not ſo in the 20th of Exodus, but in the] 
turgy; and if the Liturgy differs from Exodus 
2 difference without a diſtinction, ſince the Sevet 
day and Sabbath are all one; and if it differs fi 
Exodus, it agrees with the firſt Inſtitution, Gen. 
where it's laid, God reſted on the ſeventh day, and 0 
Blefſed the ſeventh day, and ſanctiſied it. 2 
(2.) He ſaith, Sometimes the Liturgy makes bold 4 

275 and in terms to contraditt the Scripture; ſo Plal.1 
28. it $. ſaid they were not rebellious, hut the Comm 
Prayer-Book ſaith, they were not obedient; and fa Vi 
125. 3» | ee . | | 
A. We grant, That there is a ſeeming contradi 
in words, but not in the meaning of it; for thel 
lative tbey being undetermined, and indifferent] 
be applied to Moſes and Aaron, or to the Egypii 
accordingly is this place to be interpreted; if und 
ſtood of the former, it's to be read in the com 
Tranſlation, yhey were not rebellious; it of the latt 
it's to be read in the Tranſlation of the Liturgy, 
were not obedient ; Which laſt Reading is according 


by the Common-Prayer. 23 
e preſent Reading of the geptuag im, and ſome o- 
cr Tranſlations that follow that. And yet that 
ranſlation was generally uſed by the Primitive 
iſtiaut, and was my than any ever uſed by us. As 
r Pal. 125. 3. The rod of the wicked „hall not come, &c. 
at is,ſo as to the reſt there, and ſo as to tempt them 
yond what they are able. 
(z.) He faith, Sometimes the Common-Prayer- 
ok adds to the Scripture : There are three whole Verſes 
ded to the fourteemh Pſalm. And the Gloria Patri 5s 
quently added to Scripture, as if it were Canonical. 
Anſ. When he faith, That it „ a dreadful thing to 
0 the Word of God, and fo confidently charges 
Church with it, we might expect ſome very cri- 
nal Inftances to make it good; and when he ſaith 
ree whole Verſes are added, one would think, that 
is was ſomewhat invented, and herein inſerted by 
e Church upon ſome wicked ſelfiſh detign. But, 1. 
ough we allow, that ſuch Verſes -are added, yet 
not an Addition to Scripture: for though not 
nd in this place, yet they are in another, viz. Rome 
13. and quoted by the Apoſtle from other Pſalms, 
2. It's not the Common-Prayer-Book that adds, but 
e Tranſlations, which the Common- Prayer followed, 
the Greek Sepruagint, and Vulgar Latin. 
As tor the Gloria Patri, I deny that it's added to 
Scriptures as Canonical, any more than the Con- 
its of the Chapters, the Chapters and Verſes of 
Bible, or the Dates of the Epiftles are: nay, 1 
ny that it's added at all; for any one, that can read, 
liee that it's not added in the Pſalter, but only re- 
Wricd as the Rubrick directs. And it was for a 
Pd end, that this was anciently uſed in the Ortho- 
Churches of old, and is continued in ours, vn. 
oppolition to the Arrians, and Anti-Trinitarians. So 
> Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtorian Sogomen, I. 26. 
4.) He faith, Sometimes words are ſacrilegiouſly ſtolen 
of the Pible. As the laſt Verſe is omitted, Pſal. 72. $0 
the ſcriptural Titles of many Pſalms. And I know 
how often thoſe Words, Praiſe ye the Lord, are 
dordingg Gf 1 
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24 Of the Lawfulneſs of 7 orſhippi 
He durſt not truſt his, Reader with the this 


ter of them, and without which the Pſalms art 


Clauſe, Praiſe ye Lord, in the Hebrew Hallelujah 


from the Word of God, can produce no better pi 


Scripture, out of which they read not one Cha 
for the Information of the People. 


r N 
= # 


* ö 
** WN 


17 Ged "1 


left out, for they would have appear'd of ſo lit 
conſequence, as would have betcay'd the weaky 
of his caule, as well as his own partiality, 
Verſe omitted, Pal. 72. is, the Prayers of David] 
Son of Jefle, are ended. The Titles of the 5 
are for the moſt part ſuch,as are no key to then 


intire as the Chapters without the Contents: 


only left out when it's independent, and has no im 
diate relation to the preceding or following Va 
And the reaſon of theſe Omiſſions ſeems to be, 
cauſe the Pſalms being to be read in Parts ( ac 
ing to the ancient Cuſtom in Chryſoftom's time 
before ) or chanted, and ſo read on without nan 
the Palm; the Titles, Cc. would have made ab 
in that Order. And this was done after the m 
ner of Singing the Plalms in the Temple-Sery 
in which the Titles, and the Paſſage, the Prayer 
David the Son of Jefle are ended, were to be ſure 
rt: So it is in the Singing Pſalms, uſed by thel 
enters as well as us; who may as well be charged 
ſuch Omiſhons as we, ſeeing they, for the re 
aboveſaid, uſe neither the Verſe nor Titles. Su 
theſe Perſons are hard put to it, that after i 
bloody Charge of violating, adding to, and tak 


and evidences for it, but only that we leave out 
Titles and Hallelujah, and that only in the ordi 
Service in the publick; when they themſelves 
it notatall; and when upon the like way of argi 
we may charge them with laying aſide the wi 


He goes on: RY 
3. In the Liturgy the Apocrypha Books are madet 
with, nay advanced above the Holy Scripture» Stra 


that a Church ſhould be guilty of this, that int = 


Articles exclude them out of the Canon; and i 


That they are not read to eſtabliſh any Dod rin, 


” 
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by the Common-Prayer. 25 
nly for Inſtruction of Manners. [4] But let us ſee 
ow he proves this, net by any Aſſertlon of the 
hurch, but ſome ſtretches of Arguing. As, 

(1.) They are made equal. For, in the Preface to 
le Common-Prayer it's ſaid, nothing ordained i ta 
e read hut the pure Word of God, or that which is e- 
idently grounded on the ſame. But is the Apbcrypha 
0 ? 


A. Here, for improving his Argument, he alters the 
ords of the Pretace; and for what is in that, 4- 
reeable to the ſame, he reads evidently grounded on the 
me, and then triumphs, 1s the Apocrypha ſo? But 
ake it how he will, Ie's evident from hence, that 
e Apocrypha is ſo far from being made equal with 


ripture, that there is a plain difference between 
nau em; for that to which a thing is agreeable, and 
> a bil which it's grounded, is above that which is a- 
gable to it, and grounded upon it. A Plea 


ounded on the Law, is ſurety of leſs Authority 
an the Law on which it is grounded. The Apo- 
ba being read, not for eſtabliſhing any Doctrine, 


e for informing the Manners; there is nothing 
reel ul vat is appointed of that kind to be read, but 
he treat is agreeable to the Word of God, and not cone 


ry to it; and ſo may be tead, as well as thei. 


or u rmons be heard, which can pretend to no more. 
ind ta 2.) He faith, The Liturgy appoints the Apocrypha 
ter p read 45 Leſſons, juſt as ] find it in the Pope's Fer- 
ze oute Book, and in d greater proportion than Scripture ; for 
> ordil ſome have obſerv'd) of 172 Apocryphal Chapters, but 
elves Ne omitted. So that theſe Books are equalized with the 
of arg Lord of God. 


hut ſurely he doth not findit in our Setvice-Book, 
It the Apocrypha. Leſſons are read for Canonical 
pture, and declared to be ſo, as they are in the 
5 Service-Book ; being read with us only as A- 
yl, and declared to be ſo. For he that will look 
the Apocrypha-Books in the Pope's Bible, as well 
int is Service-Book, will find them mixed with the 


[42] Artic. 6. 
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26, Of the Lawfulneſs of Worſhipping God 


36 


Canonical, as Eſdras,the Book of Wiſiomy&ec.but he that 
will look for them in our Bibles, will find them by 
themſelves, and Apocryphz in the head of them. | 

If, as he affirms, the Apocrypha. is read in a gream 
proportion than Scripture, it doth more than'equalize 
and doth rather advance it above the Scripture, and 
ſo belongs to his next Aﬀertion, which he woulf 
have done well to ha ve reſerved to, to make up thy 
proof he is there wanting in. | 

As for what he affirms, that the Apocrypha, is real 
in greatet proportion than the Scripture z nothingy 
more falſe, For, . "KP OE 

1. All the Second Leſſons throughout the Ven 
are out of the New Teſtament. 

2. All Epiſtles and Goſpels, read on Sund 
and Holy-days, are wholly out of Canonical Scrj 
E | | 

All Ficſt Leffons on Sundays are aut of the 0] 
Teftument, and none out of the Apocrypha. 

4. On the 33 Holy-days, on the Week-days, the 
are but 26 Apocrypha Firſt Leſſons, whereas there at 
40 out of the Canonical Scripture. Se 

5. When the Apocrypha is appointed to be read 
Courſe, it's not clear Two Months for Firſt Leila! 
bur the Holy Scripture. is read all the, other It 
Months, and more. b 

6. Of che 39 Books of the 014 Teſtament, but 
are entirely omitted, viz.Chronicles and Canticles; i 
of the 13 of the Apocrypha, 6 are not read at all, 

7. Of the 929 Chapters of the old Te/tament, 78 
are read in courſe, and 176 only omitted (the g 
ſons for which generally will appear to the Readet 
but out of the 172 Chapters of the Apocrypha, the 
are (not as he faith 38) 66 omitted, and ame 
them that of Jobit, that he objects againſt, Whit 


| 


F 


methinks he that pretends to have read and q 0 
pared, ſhould have had more value for his own , 


derſtanding, than to be beholding to others, and 


ſay, Some bave obſerved; for there is nothing l 
Man's own Obſervation in Matter of Fact. 7 


Je 


by the Common-Prayer. 27 
3. He faith, The Liturgy advayceth the A pocrypha 
Woe the Scripture, by intimating, that they are more 
un ine, and can be leſs ſpared than many portions of the 
ne Caron; and by ordering them to be read on the hig be ſt 
aug ds, and many of then twice, ſome thrice in one Tear. 
ould 4. Methinks in ſuch a round Charge as this, that the 
ey advanceth the Apocrypha above Scripture, he 
ould ha ve had more than an Intimation for his Evi- 
ce, He calls it before High-Treaſon; and ſurely 
s rery hard to be condemned for it by a bare In- 
endo; and yet even he fails in his Intimation. Por, 
If it were true, that the Liturgy ordered the 
o:ryphe to be read on the Higbeſt Aoly-days, and 
ny of them twice or thrice in the Near; it would not 
low, that they accounted them more edifying, and 
to be ſpared than Scripture; eſpecially when Scri- 
re is read on the Highe Foly-days, and ſome Por- 
n of it twice or thrice in the Year too. i 
2.) It's not true, that it's ordered 1 be read on the 
te Hoh days: For on the Higheſt Holy-days, 
re is nothing but Scripture to be read; ſuch are 
the days dedicated to our Saviour, as the Nati- 
, Circumciftion, Epiphany, Good-Friday, Re- 
tion, Aſcenſion, and all the Lords-days. 
z.) He ſaith, Many of them are read twice, ſome 
in the Tear, For the twice, it's only 25 Chap- 
vi. 7 in Wiſdom, and 18 in Eccleſiaſticas: And 
r his thrice, there is none but the 5th. Chapter 


read 
Lei! 
1Er 18 


t, but 
les; 0 


nent, om, which after it had been read on the Con- 
(the n of St. Paul, has 17 Verſes of it read on Al. 
Read: But now, as to the Scripture, the whole 
ba, WY 7:ament, except the Revelation, is read over 
d ame in the Year in courſe, , beſides Epiftles, Go- 
WAY, and Leffons out of it on Holy-days: And the 

and CW iment is read over once, except as before ex- 

OWN "Wt, in courſe: And many Portions are read a«. 
5. and in the Service of Sundays and Holy-days, which 
ing luer to above 140 Lefloas and ſome few have a 


Courſe, 
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28 Of the Lanfulneſs of W or ſhipping God 


Writer, a Perſon of any care, I had almoſt f 


7 7 2 
\ pa 5 
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Would any one, that obſerves this, think ſuch 


Conſcience ; that utters as black Slanders,as Pen g 
Write, or Month can utter, and charges a whd 
Church with Violating the Word of God, and 4A 
to it, and DetraRing from it, and of Advancing H 
man Writings above it, and yet ſhall come off wi 
changing a Seventh-day for Sabbath, with leaving 0 
Halle lujab, with Intimations and Falſities, with oth 
Obſervations, (whilſt he pretends to have read: 
compared them) and what not; and after all char 
us with this, for Leſſons appointed to be read in! 
Publick Congregation, when they themſelves u 
none at all; and have no other Tranſlation of 5 
pture, than what was tranſlated by us, and wli 
they uſe in Common with us? This is hard ut 
indeed; and if we ſhould retort upon them in 
like way, we ſhould think, if we may judge of ti 
value for Scripture by their Publick Service, t 
are none have a leis efteem for jt than they, t 
read not one Chapter of it by way of Leſſon thro! 
out the Year, as has been before ſaid, | 
4. He ſaith, Such things are enjoyned in the Com 
Prayer-Book, as (to my Conſcience ) cannot be pril 
without Sin, Ader ry 
A. But what is this to thoſe that are not oblig 
practiſe them?. What is it to Laymen, that 
Prieſts are required to give the Holy Commu 
to all New-marrjed Perſons; or to uſe the Pn 
over the Dead; or to put the Ring on in Matt 
or uſe the Suprlice, Cc? 
But what is this, which cannot be praQilcd 
out Sin? | | 
Except. 1. Miniſters are required to give the Ho) 
munion to all New-married Perjons, whereas Marriage 
wals ue ed to be accompanied with ſuch Divertiſement 
fit them. By ths Doctrine, all that may Mar!) 
come 10 the Lord's Supper, whereas Marriage « 4 
dinance, which Men as Men (aud not as Chriſtian 1 
have a right unto. So that by this Preſcriprion many 
and drink damnation to themſelves. 


Anſ. 1% If this was required, yet it is not incon- 


Pen ol!) E/tzre of Matrimony; and beſides, thoſe Diver- 
2 whlWiſcments do not precede but follow. 7 
d Addi 2. Sarely thoſe Perſons that are married amongſt 
ing M are luppoſed to be Chriſtians, and not to be mar- 
off ed merely as Men. 


3. If any eat and drink their own Damnation, it 


i 
h 0 5 their own fault; and the danger of it doth not te- 
read calc any of their Duty, or juſtify their negleR of it. 
4. But the Common-Prayer-Book doth not compel 
ad indem; it faith only, That it i convenient at their Mare 
Lves e, or at the firft opportunity after it. | | 
1 of 2. He excepts, When any Man is buried, the Prieſt 
nd willy" iy, Almighty God bas taken io himſelf the Soul of 
rd deer Brother; perbaps the mofl wicked Wretch on earth. 


1 that his Body is comminted to the Ground, in ſure 


e did never truly, nor ſo much as viſibly, to the judg- 


ice, t. | ; mu! 
they, F<"? of Charity, repent of bis Sins. 
| thiol /. 1. The Office of Burial ſuppoſes, that of Vi- 


tation of the Sick to go before, where the Mini- 
ter is appointed to examine, Iherbgr be repent him 
ly of bus Sins? &c. 

2, It ſuppoſes the Exerciſe of Diſcipline, and that 
ich, as he ſpeaks of, have the Cenſures of the Church 
| that xercifed on them, which if they be not exerciſed, we 
ommuſF$50) whom we are to thank forthe relaxation ot it. 
ne Pu 3+ However, the Church provides not for extra- 
Marr tinary but ordinary caſes, and if an extraordinary 

ale happens, and be notorious, no,Rule of this na- 
tied hre then binds, 


4. If it be not notorious, it is ſafer to err on the 


6% Hoſe aritable ſide. | 
rig 5+ It is not now ſaid, That it is in ſure and certain 
men ee / the ReſureBion to Eternal Life. 
Mm He excepts, The putting on the Ring in Marriage, 
ge is ecialy the making that Ceremony ts be an eſſential 
viſtiam Matte, Superſtition. 

An- 1. What Superſtition can there be jn this, 


nam 
mY ore than in joyning of Hands, both of which are 
civil 


, 1 


by the Common - Prayer. Ne 29 


ſtent with that ſtate, which is rightly called, The 


nd certain hope of a Reſurretion to eternal Life; though 


j 
[ 
J 
. 
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30 Of the Lawſulneſs of Worſhippins God 


_ down at offering up Thanks to God, than in puttin 


read and compared the Popiſh Liturgy with our 


. — 


' 


civil Rites, and fit Declarations of pledgi 
Troth to eath other. F "'S 5 
2. How can that be Eſſential, which is one! 
the Alterable things meant in the Preface? © 
3. It is neceſſary, there ſhould be ſome Rite uc 
and ſome Actions by which the Eſpouſal ſhould f 
folemnized, and why not a Ring as well as Joynin 
Hands? And why not theſe as well as others? Then 
fore Bucer calls it, A very fit Ceremony. Script. Any 
Cenſ. c. 20. | | 
4. He excepts, Churching M omen, and their Offering 
& Fewiſh Superſtition. | 
Anſ. 1. Why ſewiß? Is there any other Sac 
fice than that of Thankſgiving offered ? as there wal 
Levit. 12. 6. | 
2. What Superſtition is there more in kneelin 


up a Bill. However Bucer ſaith, This 4s agreeable | 
Scripture, C. 24+ a * 3 

5. He excepts, The Obſervation of Popiſh Holy-lai 
eſpecially ſuch as are dedicated io Saints, I look upon 
bigbly Superſtitions. | 

Anſ. 1. He looks upon them as ſuch, but how fa 
ſoever his Opinion may paſs with ſome, yet othe! 
expect ſomewhat more to convince them. 

2. Why doth he add Popiſh? Surely he that ha 


muſt needs know, that we have no Holy-days for P 
iſh Saints in our Liturgy. As to which, I ſhall 
r our Author to Mr. Perkins on Gal. 4. 10. | 

6. He excepts, The Surplice i highly Super/t 
tiouss When boly Veſtments were in uſe among the [ev 
they had an expreſs Command for them. Should they bau 
made 4 Mitre or Ephod, or other Eccleſiaſtical Garment 
their own heads, they would have ſinned ys; ? IWimt 

Judg, 8. 27. f then the Church of .God bad no power | 

appoint Sacred Veſtments, no more has the Church in the/ff 

d ays.------- Moreover ibe Surplice i immediately borrow 

from idolatrow Maſs-mongers.------Dr. Abbot ( who 1 

no Fanatick) ſaith, That all Prieſtly Garments, wheret 

Miniſters are diftinguiſhed from uhe reſt of the Chun 

F 


f 


ee e eee 


2 4 ſpecial part of the Character of the Bea. The Pa piſts 


they 


» the Surplice from Jews and Heathens. There were 


ments for the Worſhippers of Baal, 2 Kings 10. 12. 
ne Wo ſewel ſaith, The Prieſts of Iſis uſed to wear Lin- 


Uſed 


; Surplices, which thing ſeems to be derived from them 
our time. Moreover the greateſt part of our Proteſtant ]. 


nes have diſliked this Superſtitions Garment. So Mar- 


ning 
[ her 


ering 


Sac 
re V 


1eeling 
MWttyl 
Able 


oly-dai 
upon 


how fal 
- Othet 


hat ha 
th our 
for P 
ſhall & 


Superſt 
he Jes 
they hau 
ment 0 
Vite 

power 
b in thel 
borrowt 
who W 
where / 
Chun 
4 


„&c. 

Except. 1. His Argument is, the Fews had expreſs 
mmand for their Garments, Oc. 

Anſ. 1. Had the Fews no Power to appoint or ob- 
ve any thing relating to Worſhip without expreſs 


ymand 2 How. then came the Feaſts of Purim 


| Dedication, the Places an Houſes of Prayer? 
xy, whence came the Alteration of the Poſture at 
Paflover (which our Saviour complied with) 
trary to the firſt Inſtitution? And ſurely Veſt- 
ats are much of the ſame nature with Times and 
Kces, Cc. | [7:5 
2, Suppoling the Fews might not, what is that to. 
Yes, faith he, no more can we. -Whylo? The 
oſtle ſhews we have a liberty, they had not, and 
may as well do what they could not, as forbear 
at they might not. They had not a liberty as we, 
auſe under a School-mafter,and of a Temper that 
det it, and whole Service was Typical. And yet 
withitanding this, they had a Liberty, which they 


n occalion might uſe,and much more then have we. 


cept, 2. The Surplicehe faith, is immediately bor- 
{ from Idolatrou Maſs-mongers. | 
Ani. What is that, if there be no Idolatry bor- 
ed with it? Do we uſe it to ſanftify Holy- 
er, Bells, f5c. | 

2. As for his Quotation from Dr. Abbot, it is 2 


s Miſtake at leaſt; all he ſaith is, That the Buyers 


Selers, Rev. 13+ 16. are Brjhops the Prieſts, and Monks, 
expoſe to ſale Maſſes and Indulgences, Ic. that bind 
jelv25. by Oath to the Biſbop of Rome, and in teſt i- 
e, are divided from the revt of the Church by Rites, 
nt ions, Tonſures, Garments. Where he ſpeaks 


ments in general, and no more of Surplices 


than 


* 
2 — — 


PP 


32 Of the Lawfulneſs of Worſhippino God 
than Gowns z and of Garments they ordinarily we 


ſuch as belong to Monaſtick Orders, Cc. Bur if} 
had ſpoke of all Garments that diftinguiſh the Cl 


gy from the Laity, Dr. Abbot had been in that 41 L 
natick, and not Dr. Abbot, who himſelf wore ut ro: 
Garments, and ſurely did not think by that, he a 
a ſpecial Character of the Beaſt upon him. | 7 
What he quotes from Biſhop Fewel, is not in M 
place (if any where) he refers to; neither in the Mea 
liſh nor Latin Volume. 8 
Except. 3. The Papiſts rake the Surplice from ſeus nc 
Heathens; and tor this latter, quotes the Prieſts Wd 
Baal. or: 
Anſ. 1. But the Text doth not ſay,they were ai \ 
more White, than Blue or Black; and he might Mel. 
well have proved our Gowns we ordinarily wear, Wt 
others prove their Cloaks to be ſuch, as well as Nen 
prove our Surplices Heatheniſh from that Text. Wit f 
4. He faith, The greateſt part of our Proveſtant fry; 
vines bave diſliked it. | . 
Anſ. 1. What faith he to the Lutherans, who al. 


the like? Are they not Proteſtants ? 

2. Do any he names diflike it ſo, as to think it1 
lawfu! ? 

3. Do they diſlike it fo, as to make a Schiſm 
the Church; or for it ſeparate from a Church? Wa « 

{ am certain, thoſe he produces do declare Mice 
contrary. Thus Pet. Mart. Fpiſt. Amico & Foopero,d 
Bea Epiſt. Grindallo. Zanchy Confeſ. c. 25. N. 30. Hen 
ius in 4 Leg. Decal. N. 29. KC. Fnchir. tit. Adiapb. u 
Polanus in Ezek. 44. And Zanchy chuſes the Lin 
before the Woollen Garment tor Divine Offices; 
ſign of Innocence and Holineſs, de Redempt. c. 16. 
could much enlarge the Catalogue of ſuch Teſti 
nies, if it were neceſſary. 

So little did theſe Learned Men think Mr. Nich 
Argument of any force, which our Author propo 
viz. * ThatallVeſtments appropriated to the Worll 
of God, and appointed for the Signification of 
© ritual Duties, by the Will of Man, are unlavi.:.. 
© But the Surplice is ſc. This our Author {all 


Mi 


by the Gommoh-Ptayer. WT. 
Not 2aſy to be anſwerel : But if it be to be anſwered, 
o matter whether it's not caſy in his Opinion. From 
ence ariſe two QuEſtions. | 

Fu. 1. Whether it's anlawful to uſe any thing ap- 
ropriared to the Werthip of God by the Will of 
lan? | 

Pu. 2. Whether it's unlawful fo uſe any thing in 
ic Wotſhip of God, that is appointed fer the ſigni- 
cation of Spiritaal Duties by rhe. Will of Man ? 

By the firſt it's unlawful for Men to appropriate 
aces, or Times, or Peſtures fo the Worſhip of 
od. And ſo it's neceſſary, to avoid this Superſti- 
on, to make all the Meeting-places to be Houſes 
{f Merchandiſe, and to be equally divided between 
ellgious and Common Uſes. By the 2d. any thing 
athas fuch a Signification applied to it, is made uft- 
wful;by V ertue of fach Siguĩfication, and which with- 
at ſich Signification Would have been lawful. So a 
Irplice would havebeeh a lawful Garment, if not 
propriated; and withort Signification; and might 
all We been in its felf work as well as 4 Cloak, fince 
_ Wiftom and Uſe only makes the difference; but ap- 
if Woptiate it, and clap à Signffiestion upon it, it's un- 
„ful: And ſo 4 Cloak May be turned out of Ser- 
e by the ſa me way. So it's in Poſture; Kneeling 
Standing ate indifferent; but once appropriate 
1 Prayet, and make it Vgriificative, and 
de a Poſture of Revertnce, and it becomes un- 


1 
ue 


6 ful. And fo withsiit end. Se much for Mr. Ni- 
* 3; Argument, and it's Difficulty. 
I 


7. Come we now to the Crefs, The preateft Devil 
mi? a the fol of Rome; as he tells us Mr. 
ter ewe ß. 

He faith; +, The firſt uſers of it were che Here- 
, Palentifes and Montane: 

Anj. That ſeems hard, when theſt that wrete 2+ 
it them uſed it, as igen, lrenan, Teftulian, and 
y tn ius did againſt the formet; and feveral others 
: unſt the lattèf. We find it a3 ancient as Tertullim, 


an, &c. 
| 2. He 


| the Commandments,: and 4 breach of the Letter of 1 


he doth: And of this I take this Inſtance of the f 


Now the Croſs uſed in Baptiſm is an Aerial Cri 


"T7 


34 Of the Lawfulneſs of Norſpipping God 
2. He ſaith, Mr. Parker proverb it 4 fin againſt 4 


ſecond: for Men to appoint a Religious Ceremony, 1 
diret violation of the ſecond Commandment, which fu 
bids all buman Inventions in Divine Worſbip, as 4 
part thereof. | 8 

Anſ. There is a way of proving too much, an 
that any one that reads Mr. Parker will ſoon perceiy 


1 


cond Commandment to be one, of the Letter ( 
which the Author ſaith, the Croſs is a Breach. No 
the Letter of that Command rreſpetts two thing; 
1. Not to make any Graven Image for Religiq 
Worſhip. 2. Not to bow down to any ſuch Obe 


as he calls itz and where is the Object or the W 
ſhip? But our Author goes on to prove it atter t 
manngr z For Men to appoint, Cc. Here we grant ti 
ropolition to be true, . becauſe God only is to: 
point his own-Worſhip z and fo it is not in the mo 
of Man to appoint any part of it; But now if the 
may be Ceremonies usd in Religious Worſhip, 
vet not be part of Divine Worſhip, then they 
no ſuch human Inventions as axe forbidden; 
no direct or indirect violation of the ſecond Ce 
mandment. Therefore it remains upon him to pt ron 
the C 4 part of Divine Worſhip : For we ſay it is ofliphe/ 
an adjunct, and is no more a part of Worſhip, ti 2. 
the ſtriking of the Blood upon the Door-poſts hat: 
(to make ute of Zepperus his Similitude ) or SittWhet 
or Kneeling ar rhe Sacrament. | 2. 
3. He ſaith, The Arguments which are brought agdour”s 
the uſe of Oy, Cream, Salt, Spittle in Baptiſm ( protiWÞre r 
by the Papitts) bold as nell again the Croſs, ur A 
Anſ. This I deny; for the Scripture ſpeass We Di 
nourably of the Croſs of Cbriſt, which this refers toe 
not at all of the reſt. Again, the Croſs was trad. 
and reproached by the Heathens, which gave occulitio, 
to the ule of jt, and fo were not the reſt. So that 4. 
was uſed with reaſon; thoſe without it. ton 0 
His Initance of the Galews looks fo propa. N; 
Fat I ſhall rather paſs it by, than correct it. 70 


* 8 "».4 

by the Common-Prayer. 35 
4. He ſaith, The Papiſts adore the Croſs, aud it's an 
ol, &c. 5 
ol 4»/. But do they adore the Aerial Croſs? But what 
is their Adoration (if it were) to us, that do got 

adore it? | EN LN e 

ol 5. This bath been teſtified againſt by Zegedinus, Lep-: 


perils (it ſhould be Zepperus) Goulartiys, &c. 


Anſ. The Lutheran Churches ule it. See Hewin- 
iu, &c. Bucer accounts it neither indecent,nor unproſiable, 
but a Ceremony of much ſimplicity d and of preſent admo- 


tion of the Croſs of Chriſt, Script. Angl. Cenſur. c. 12. 
And generally they account it lawful,and not a ſuffic i- 
nt reaſon for ſeparation z buc to be uled,fo it be with- 
but Superſtition. So Goulart. in pr. 115. ad Demet. c. 9. 
8. His laſt Inſtance of Supet ſtition is Xneeling at. 
he 2 Let us conſider what he hath to ſay a- 
inſt it. | 9 | 

1. He faith, Men pretend in it Reverence to Chriſt"; 


wiookof the Lord's Supper; yet they did nor kncel, but uſed 
e Table-geſture then cuſtomary among the Jews. - 
A. 1. How is he certain the Diſciples did not kneel, 
13 ut us d the cuſtomary Poſture in receiving? For tle 


) pic roughout keep to that of diſcumbency. Sce Dr. 


brot. 5 
p, ti 2. The Queſtion is not what they did, but 
ofts Mat may lawfully be done: and then the Queſtion is, 


ether Kneeling be unlauful? 


e required at the firſt Inſtitution of the Paſſover. 
| ar Author words it cautioully, when he faith the 
eas Diſciples uſed the Table-geſture then cuſtomary ; for 


rs (0g well knew it was not fitting, but leaning, or ly 
Jong, and that they uſed this by way of Signi- 


tracy 
QCCA 
that 


ation. SY" 
4. If the able be the Rule to guide us, then to 
on our Hats is ſuitable, as he knows who reaſons. 
phat. He taith, Good and 1 iſe men have choſen great ſuj- 


..aber than comply with this Invention. 
| | E 2 An. 


u Chrift bimſelf was perſonally preſent, wben bis Diſciples. 


ems in the Paſſover changed Poſtures, and did not 


3. They themlelves no more obſerve our $4-, 
our's Poſture, than the Fews did obſerve the Po- 


36 Of the Lawfulne/s af Worſhbippivs God 

Anſ. And there were Good and Wiſe men that 4 
compiled the Liturgy, and uſed and enjoined this Meir; 
Poſture; which is an Argument he feeks to over. Mit 
throw, g. 16. And as Good and Wile men have al. MW: 
towed and approved it, and thought it by no mean; Moi 
allowable to {eparate and break Communion for it, :. 
Such as P. Martyr, Zanchy, Bega, Zepperus, &c Bag Mi | 
Nodes, Ames, Carmeright, &c. | | | it! 

3. In Trimitive tines Chriſtians did wot bneel in th Wii: 
2:rticipation of the Eucharift. 

Au, 1. It's certain they did not fit, for they had 
no Notion at all of a Table-geſture, as appears by 
the uſe of the Ward Altar, and that they counted 
that a Poſture of irreverence. 

2. If they ſtood (as he faith) on the Lord's-days, 
their ſtanding was a Poſture of Adoration, to by 
eee they received: So St. Cyril exprelly 
Catic 55 

. It's propable that on other days, when no 
obliged to ſtand, that they kneeled; and ſince the 
received every day,on x days they kneel'd ; ſo 5 
Mars. Re(p. 44 Quaſt. 115. and that more eſpecially,be 
cauſe they had a Prayer at receiving as we have. 

4: He faith, 1: was enjoyed by Pape Honorius, 
ing fitted to 1he 1dolatzy of Tragiubſtantiation, Cc. 

 Anſ. This is a Miſtake : Honorius did firſt indes 
decree Adoration to the Zeſt, but not kneeling 2 
it: For that is a Poſture no where enjojned in thi 
Church of Name; and {ome of them ſay, it eught / 
be received ſtanding; but which way, whether lit 
ting, ſtanding, or lying, ar kneeling, is not materi 
fay [4] others, as the Pope himſelf orqdinarily receiv 
ſitting, unless he celebrates; and then, as all Pries 
then do, he receives franding, And all adore 90 
at the receiving, but at the elevation af the Hoh, 

5. Ho faith, That Religious Worſhip, ahbich is before 
Creature, and with reſped to it, baving no allowance fin 2 
Col, i 48472 the Commyndment ; but ſo i Kugeling off ic 


bare the Bread and Fine, 


E 
— 5 
| and | k A ihe wn i a{.4 x i. 2 +: 4..% wi" 7 F 
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by the Common- Prayer. 37 


„i. 1 queſtion whether God ever alem d any 
chglous Worſhip before a Creature, and with ref. 


t 10 4 Creature; tos that is Idolatry, and ne ak 
unge ſem Cod, can be ſuppoſed to juſtity or require 
biat r. 

p with reſpett to the Bread and Wine: Fer, that, 
th our Rubrick, were [4olgory 10 be abborned of all 
Hal Chriſtians But its only, as it's there ſaid, 
: gnifieqtion of our humble and grateful achuowle 
n of whe Benefits of Chriſt therein giuen ia all w 
ers-. 

g. Ke draws a Concluſten from the whole, The 
ith Linogs i very Corrupt 3 now io offer 10 the Lord 
writ thing u evil, Mal. 1. 13. 

Anſ. A corrupt thing there, is what is plainly 
nibited: Now let him prove the things befare 
putcd to be ſuch. As for Example, that kneeling 
prbiddens . AS for that place in Malachi, I leave tg 
peruſal rhe Leiter of be Miniftexs of r 
ie in New-England, p. Aae that explained, 


Wick Liturgies of humane Compoſure are 
. Inzovation aud Deviation rom Primi- 
ht Antiquity : And again, Set F , of 
it p) 0 , 
[ rayer deviſed by Men are an Inv al ion. 


tet 

el a 

rie R this he offers ſeveral Argumengs. 

e n 1. Saith he, Had a Litwgy been needful for the 
fl. *4ſ1c45108 of ile. Church, wdoubredly Chf it, or 
ae 4pofties by his direction, would bave compoſed oe, 


ane of them ever did. And therefore wheje Men, 
ale ahn them to compoſe aud impoſe a Liturgy on be 
hes, afſume to themjelves moxe than 
er. | 
aj. 1 deny tis Conſequence: For though our 
| aviour 


2. I deny that there is any Religious Wor- 


ical 
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38 07 the Lawfulneſs of Mor ſhipping God 


Saviour and his Apoſtles did, declared and leſt M 


things effential to a Church, yet there were ma 
things needful to the edification of the Church in futy 


Ages that were not expreſly provided for. Our; 


viour told the Apoſtles, that it ſhould be give 
them in that hour what bey ſhould/þ:ak ; and they [poke 


Languages by preſent Infuſion; and ſo were not c 


ged to think before, or ſtudy, or learn a Language; x 


this was with relation to the preſent condition oft! 
Church in thoſe times. And there are no directions 
after Ages to learn Languages, Oc. So there was « 
raculozs gift of Prayer in the Apoſtolical times (3s 
Chryſoftom obſerves, Hom. 14. in Rom. 8.) and no « 
preſs Directions given about it, when that Gift ſho 
ceaſe (as he faith it did) and when by the ceœſſat 


of it, Forms would be neceſſary. Thus ſaith WF 


pelius ( Theſ. Salmar. Part. 3.) As ſoon as miracul 
Gifts ceaſed, and Hereticks began to trouble the Clu 
' there was 4 neceſſuy for Liturgies. And therefore 


Ball faith, The Chriſtian Churches for the ſpace of tj 


1400 Years at leaſt, if not from the Apoitles tim 
have had their ſtinted Liturgies. Trial. p. 96, Cc. 
Letter of Min. of 014 England, I. 66, Cc. 
But this oũr Author denies, and calls it an Innovati 
And faith, 2. The Liturgies father d on the Apoll 
and the” ancient Writers (call d Fathers) Learned 
bave evinced 10 be ſpurious. 


Anſ. 1. It's granted, that thoſe father'd on FF 


Apoſtles were ſo; but tho' not of the Apoſtles Cc 


poſition, yet many of the Prayers in them were va 


antient, and the main of that call'd St. Fames's, | 
uſed in the Church at Feruſalem, as Dr. Comber || 
2 and uſe of Liturgies, p. 97. ] in Anſwer to C 
s ſhew'd from Cyril. 2 

- 2, It's certain there was a Liturgy compoſed 
St. Chryſoftom and Baſil, and a great part of what 
ſo call'd, was certainly theirsz as the above-ſaid 
thor has ſhew'd, p. 167. 172, 209. and of this m 
were [ a} Mornay and [ b} Rivet. 


— „ — ——_ —— gy — 


(a) of the Maſs, J. 1. Co 6, [bi Cenſ. wn 10. . 
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chat when thoſe Books were writ, then Liturgies 
ace in it! ; (of a ] Dailley We deny-not but many of theſe 
nts are ancient, and written about the beg inni 
brib Century, tho they were corrupted by Addition: 
en Alterations 21 ſeveral times after their firit origi 

ke M3. He would prove from an obſcure Paſſage in 
ol» Martyr and Terrullian, that there was no Book of 
R% by Chriſtians 200 Years after Chritt. 

f tl 
ns Maes Jon Sraws dvr? dramune, Which our Au- 
forced to corrupt, and add to, before he can work 
3 Wo his purpoſe; for thus he tranſlates jt, according as 
o eb and utterance was afforded 10 bim from Heaven: 
orca word for word it is, in like manner be ¶ the 
and ont] offereth up Prayers io him [God] as be bas 
th „, that is, as tervently as he could: and fo the 
4e Pirraſe a little before. Of this ſee Dr. Comber, 
Ch; 5 And as little does the Paſſage in Tertullizn 
e for his purpoſe, which is, That the Chriſtians 
of ed, Sine Monitore quia de pectore; which ſurely re- 
tings not to the praying extempore: for what teſti- 
6. Ny was that of their Loyalty, more than if they 


rat ed no Prompter (as the Heatbens) but prayed 
qpoſlWrtil'y for che Emperors, £&c. as their Offices ſhew- 
1 $8 } fiey bad no need of any to admoniſh them, 

to require it of them; for. this they did, and al- 
did out of affection, and from a {aſe of their 
Ys Ni Wannen 
He ſaith, « That there was no Liturgy in ſome 
hurches, ot in general uſe in the Church, for a- 
ve 400 Years,is manifeſt from Socrates; who ſaith, 
ere were ſcarcely two Chriſtians found who uſed ibe 


me words in Prayer, l. 5. c. 21. 
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ſed 
what 
aid 
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. Socrates doth not ſay two Chriſtians, but two 
ches. 2. He doth not ſay, they uſed the fame 
i, but the ſame Manner. MN 
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] De cu. Tat. 1. 3. c. 14. 


. The leaſt that can be obſerved from theſe Books, 


Anſ. The Paſſage in ꝓuſtin Meryyr is, zug at duo! wow Þ 


ved by a Form? But his plain meaning is, they 


Mnf. 1. Here he miſtakes, if not perverts again: 


2. Tue 


| 
| 
| 
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40 Of the Lamfvim ſi of Worſhippino God 

2. The Words of Sorrares do hot ihfer what 
Would have; for he faith, in Summ among a Sth 
Pal 2 find two Chnrches agreeing in the nn 
bf Prayey ; Which refers not to the Words, hut thew; 
as betore deſcribed, . lighting up Candles, &, 

3. Sappoſing it was tube under ſtoed of the WO 
what's that to Fxrempore Prayer? For diffeg 
Churches may not have the ſame Words, When | 
they may have Forms. The Hiftorian's theaning 
That the Churches had different Fortis of Pray 
as well as different Rites: Se (a) Mone ſpeakiny 
the Liturgies of the Greek and Latin Churches; 
in ſubſtunce the Service of theſe Churches do apyec, 
we mu not think there was one and the ſan? Proj 
Form obſerved, and kept in them 41. 

5. He ſaith, Some plead, that in the Jewiſh 
of old there were forms of Prayers, beſides thoſe of 
vine Hiſpirarion ; but they are late Compoſures. 

Miſe 1. If there were Forms of old in the 
Church of Divine Inſpiration, and thoſe Forms to 
uſed (as the Seripture ſhews) then it ſhews that Fil 
may lawfully be uſed. 

2. That the Fews had ſet Forms of Humay C 

dfure of ancient times, Learned Men agree! 
(9) Mornay ſhews; and that the Firſt Chriſtiaus fr 
themſelees after this manner of Service. 


2. Nay, Ltafned Men obſerve, That Forms wil: a 
uſed in our Saviout's time; and yet he ſo far 
eendemning chem, that he attended their Serif,” 
and compoled a Form like to theirs, So (c) Dl 1 
Lighrfovt. *fer 

d that we ſee he has failed throughout in his 2 
tempt of ptovidg Liturgies and Set-forms an l. 25 
vyatiorh But I can tell what & an Innovation ; ard ; 
is, To hold Liturgies unlawful, and that it 1 1 f 
10 be pſent at, , io partake in it. * 

— ——ů—ů — — . Red, 

(a) Maſs. J. 1. c. 6. (b) S0 Mornay Maſs l. 1. 
E) Fal. 1, 157,153. 138. 51 
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by the Common-Prayer. 4a 


CHAP ling 


An Apoſtacy in this A e of Light, to 
runtenance or comply with the Common- 
Prayer-Book Worſhip. 


PON this his chief Topick is: | 
1. Thas Good and Learned Men have born Wit- 
neſs againſi the Corruptions of the Engliſh Litmr- 
and choſe to ſuffer rather than comply with it. 
Anſ. 1. There have been as good and Learned 
en that have ſhewed thoſe not to be Corruptions. 
MW There have been ſeverat of his Learned and 
7 Wd Men, who he faith, choſe rather to ſuffer, than 
by complying with the Liturgy, that have ſhewed thoſe 
truptions not to be a ſuthcient reaſon for Separa- 
* 1; So Mr. Bradſhaw, Mr, Nichols, &c. "p 
"WM. They were ſo far from refuſing Communion for 
\ oF» that the Old Nonconformiſts ofdinarily and con- 
e: % the Common-Prayer-Book in their publick Mi- 
f rations 3 as Mt. Ball, one of them, declares, Tyal, 
21, 155. 
All > them teſtified againſt the Browniſts, and 
nf a Separation from the Church. /t was (faith 
Mf- Þaxter ) the - Pariſh-Churches that had the Litwgy, 
b Mr. Jacob the Father of "The Congregational 127 
e fer Communion with, The ſame 1 may ſay of Mr. Brad- 
Dr. Ames, and other Nonconformiſts, whom the Con- 
nional Brethren think more favourable to their may. 
| the cloſe, our Author offers ſome tarther Ob- 
ons from-rhe falſe and corrupt Doctrine he pretends 
din the Liturgy. + i; 5 
As, that it's certain by God's Word, that Children 
ed, dying before they commit aGual ſin, are undoubred- 
ve! : This, laith he, ſavours of Pelagianiſm. 
7/. don't underſtand the falſenels, or * 
"tic, It's certain by God's Word, that of ſuch i 
CH % N 541 F „ the 
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by the Common-Prayer. 43 


te it ſelf in a Liturgy, or ſtinted Form of Prayer, 
MWncrary to the ſenſe of all fober Divines. So Dr. 
a) Owen: Suppofing, ſaith be, thoſe who make uſe of, 
hi plead for Forms of Prayer, eſpeciblly in publick, dot 
lue manner prepare themſelves for it by holy Meditation, 
"ic. / 45 not judge, that there # any ſuch evil in them, 4 
_ will not communicate his Spirit to any in the ufe 
den. is 4 . | ;4 ier 
il 2. If ſo, then almof? all Cburvbet inthe World for theft 
oo years, at leaſi, to this day (as Mr. (b) Baxter allows) 
ae been without the Spirit of Prayer. | 
3. it fo, then we cannot lawfully-communicate in, 
with a ſtinted Liturgy, which has yet been approved 
Aeformed Churches, as Mr. (c) Ball ſaith; and Mr, 
ion faith it's lawful to embrace communion with Church- 
where ſuch Forms in Publicł worſhip wie in uſes 
4 As for Epb. 6. 18. that we are to pray with 2 
her; Why is that not poſſible by a Liturgy, when 
e ＋ in it Supplications, Prayers, and giving of 
unks! Ia 127i) Footy 
He lets paſs the Arguments from the miſchiet 
apreſcript Liturgy, and ſo will I 'paſs what follows 
n the trivial, unintelligible, and dirty Reflections 
it. For he knows we can matchthis Fidler, with 
ies of ſome of thoſe that have been eminent the 
ier way, and could argue upon the finfulneſs of 
ccoihremed itated and conceived Prayer. 
He faith, Mr. Cotton ſpeaketh weightily, in ſay- 
it is. unlawful to bring ordinarily any other Book into 
Tublick Worſnip of God, befides the . God. 
nſw. 1 know no difference between Reading and 
ting in this caſe; and I have heard Mr. (d) Cotton 
Form of Prayer in the Pulpit; If he did not, 
ol the Nonconfur miſts in former times did, as far 
er I could learn. 2h 3 | 
o cloſe all: He undertakes to anſwer an Obecli- 
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Diſcourſe of Prayer, p- 21+-(by-Sxrrilep, deſert. p. 
Kc. ( Apol. c. 13. (d) See Clark's Collection of 
9.38. n | 
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44 Of the Lawfulneſs of Worſhippino God 
on, That Good Men were left the fir ColeRors aud 1 
liſhers of the Liturgy, end died Marryrs. «414 
This he endeavours to anſwer z and yet when jt 
to ſerve bis dun Caule, it is a confiderable At 
ment. Thus faith he before, The corruption: of 1 
Liturgy bave been born witneſs 2gainit by good Men; 
bus Father, 4 Holy Man, ſuffered much for his None 
mity, and what not. Now ſurely, if this ſort of 
guing is go for them, it is good for us. 
But he replies further: Sat Y 
Kher Per e, Noyed * — Men, 4 [ 
Fiſ-0p. hi er. He was 4 difſembling He 
— 4 to be 4 Preteſtant, but b frm | 
ſelf a Papift. er. ü ny 
 _  Awþ. Here he betrays groſs Ignorance, or ſa 
what worſe, . For tho" Day was one of the 18 Biſt 
imployed tor compiling the Service-Book at firſt, 
1548. yet at that time he was for Tranſubftantiat 
(a) Solitary Maſſes, and againſt having the Servia 
the Vulgar Tongue. 
And when the next Review was, which was 14 
hen Granmer wrote to Bucer about it, it does net 
pear that'Day was cancerhed; nay, rather that he 
againſt it, for he refuſed to ſet his hand to the 4 
before it was enatted by a Law; and was afterw * 
turned out of his Biſhoprick, and deprived, By" 
ay all in a word; what was this diſſembling (b) * 
pocrite to thoſe who were truly Piozs Men, and 
faithfully according to ibe Lig bi they bad? as our At 
acknowledg MO Ig fn RL! | 
2. He ſaith, Good Men changed their Mind ec 
Aid Ridley and Craumer. 5 
Anſ. Both groſs Miſtakes. For Archbiſhop . 
mer took upon him to defend the Common- P! 
Miniſtration of the Sacraments, and other Ri ©! 
Ceremonies, (c) when in Priſon. refr 
And Biſhop Xidley, a little before his Marty — 
in a Letter to his Priend, ſaith, (d) This Ghurch 


_ 


** 


(4) Burnet's Refs P. a. p. 6 2. and N. 25. (b) Ibid 
Fot Ace and Mon. fal. 1465. (1) Ibid. Vol. 2. f. 
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by rhe Common- Prayer. 48 
ne the whole Divine Service, all Common and Publick 
ayers, framed to the true vein of Holy Scriprure. 

And again, atte! his Condemnation, writing an An- 
wer to Grindal, concerning K1ox's peremptory Ex- 
eptions againſt the Service-Book; (a) I grant, faith 
©; Man (as be ) jo Wit and Learning, may find ap- 
ent reaſons ; yet I ſuppoſe be cammes aun by the Word 
f Got fo diſprove any thing in it. 

2. He ſaith, Others were much troubled at the Servicts 
bob ; as Biſhop Hodper, and Mr. Acgers at hvme; and 
vin, Bucer, Martyr, Bullinger, &c. abraad. So Ala- 
o and Knox, and the firſt Retor mers in Feotland. 
Anſ. As for Hooper's dliſſatisfaction, it iwas not at 
ic Liturgy, hut the Epiſcopal Veſt nents 5 ( 2 in which 
ao he at laſt complied. 

And as for Bucer's Mind, and Per. Martyr? s, the Engliſh 
Reader will find it in the Hiſtory of the Reformation, 
154,155. And (c) Calvin tothe liſb E xiles at Frank- 
n, declares againſt a rigorous Oppoſition, and was 
pleaſed that he retained moderation in this Cale, - 
As for (d) Alaſco and Knox, whatever they objected 
W:cainft the Liturgy, yet both had their Fuck Oth- 
ces, and Forms ot Prayer. | 

4. He faith, /n Queen Elizabeth's time Fh Biſbops 
made the Common-Prayer-Book-i in ſeveral things worje, 
md more imolerable, than it was * the days of ut Ed- 
ward VI. 

A. 1. And 1 hope he will confeſs, in many things 
better. 
2. Why thoſe Prayers, Se. were left out, he may 
lind ee in the Hiſtory of the Reformation, p. 77, 170,390. 
The reaſon of which has been before juſtified. 
opY _ 3+ There could be no great alteration to the wofte, 
br it what he mentions was all; and however was no- 


Nitell (110g, to us, when che Rubrick of the Communion 1 is 
— 4s i 


OT 


net, z — #4 166, (4) Epil. 200,206, and 228. pt That 


/ Alaſco printed An. 1550. And that of Knox, at Mid- 
2.6 Acburgb 1554. He 
| n 
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46 Of the Lawfulneſs of Wor ſhipping God 


ve /g of Laying the Hank on the Book,” and Killing the 


N it felf unlawful. 
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mans of old, and hzliams and Spanizrds, uſe to lift u 
the Finger when they ſwear ſolemnly. Now I con 
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And now, that he may end as he begun, az þ 
would have our Service-Book come from Popery 
ſo he will have it, That time will diſcover, that ſome with it 
pretend Zea for the Common-Prayer-Book, are e 
ing on a defign for Rome. | en 
And time has diſcovered, that ſome of thoſe; wh 
pretended Zeal againft the Common-Prayer, carried 
a deſign for Rome, and helped them forward in it, 
Rood as it were Neuters; and that the Liturgy h 
not fo much a tendency that way, as Separation. 
The World faw it in the late Reign of à Popiſ 
Prince, and found that the Church, that uſes Litur 
EY, was a Bulwark againſt Popery; and when tho 
That were againſt the Licurgy,cither baſely camplict 
82 upon the Government, or cowardly wer 
PRE 4 2 | | | DN 


n 17 112 of 
| H E Second Queſtion. - | Ks 
Qu. 2. What Reaſon have you to ſcruple the — 


in Swearimp. '- 

To this he anfwers. rA 

1. We do not find in the Scripture the Lord's Serum 
were mont to ſwear after this manner 3 we read of liftin 
up the hend, & c. which 5s a natural ſign of Worſhip. 

Anſ. 1. We findin Scripture, that they were wont 4 
put the hand under the Thigh in ſwearing :. And thi 
the ſame Abrabem that lift up his hand, required h 
Servant toſwear,by putting his hand under his Thigh 
Gen. 24. 2. and ſo Ficob made his Son Foſeph to ule th 
ſame Ceremony when he ſwore, Gen. 47. 29. No) 

2. Since we find different Rites uſed, it is a fig 
that practice of the Lords Servants is to be no Ru 
to us in this matter; but that we are to govern out 
ſelves by the Cuſtom of the place where, and the 
People among whom we live, if there be nothing 1 


3. He faith, and ſeems to allow it, That the & 


ceive lifting up the Finger is no natural Sign of a” 
nig 
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by the Common-Prayer. 47 
hip. And if it had any ſignification, I know no rea“ 
n, Why the Germans may not lift up three Fingers; | 
v intimate they invoke the Sacred Trinity, which | 
faith, he cannot juſtify, Nor why we may not lay | 
he Hand upon, and kiſs the Book, in token of Be- | 
ef of it, and of our Acting according to it, and of 

Ir being judged according to it. 
For the Word of God doth not preſcribe in ſuch — 
ales» T | 
2. He anſwers, Laying the Hand on the Book is 4 ſym- 
ing with Popiſb 1dolaters, and Superſtitions Jews. 

Anſe 1. It is not a ſymbolizing with Papifrs as ſuch; 
ice there are Papiſts that ule other Ceremonies in 
caring as be ſaith, The ſtalians, Spamiards, and Ger- 
xs do; And therefore if this be a Reaſon, as we 
uſt not litt up the Fingers, becauſe they do ſo; ſo we 
nft not lift up the Hand, becauſe that is not to be | 
me, but we muſt lift. up the Finger too. | 

2. If it was cuſtgmary among the Fews to pro- 
we the Law in giving an Oath, I ſee no reaſon to 
Intemn it; and fo know no hurt to obſerve it. They 
Ao to adjure Perſons, and our Saviour readil 
vers to it, when thus called upon, Mattb. 26. 63. 
fin} 3. He replies, K iſſmng, in 4 Religious way, ws 4 ge- 

we of Adoration. And he cloſes it, Iba w clearly ro | 
it %% 2 Book; and ſo to give 4 Creature that Honour | 
thut is due to God alone. And before he ſaith, So | 
d hig you and the Con ens of thus Book; 1 not much better, : 
glu when the Papiſts av, So help me God, and theſe Holy 
4 thWpelifts, which i groſs Idolatiy. | 
O 


Anſ. The Kiffing may be a token of Adoration, 
gen the thing is an Object of Adoration is acknow- 
R uille-d. But it is not a token of Adoration, when 1 
1 0 thing kiſſed is not an Object of Adoration. Thus "A 
| thefliling the Calves, and an Image, is an Act of Ado- 
ng non, becauſe the Object is an Object of Adora tion; 
: Kiſhng the Book is not, becauſe a Book is no 
c ect of Adoration. 
tt uit be asked, Why then is the Book kifſed? E 
con, It is in token of Reverence, as it is the Book 
om" Cod; and which, if I ſo kiſs every time I read 
His 5 | it, 
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to his Writings. So that in this ſenſe it is heith 


Author bar ſlanderouſly repurted that to be the Opinio 


«of T6 


4 A Pritſeript. © 
it, it is ſurely far from being Idolatry. And thy 
it is ſo, appears from what foilows, So help me Gal 
and the Comentz of thus Bobk : which is in differeq 
ways, God by his Grace, and the Contents of th 
Book by their Inſtruction; the one as the Efficient 
the other as the Inftrumental Cauſe, Thus withoy 
doubt it is meant in the old Form, So hehe me God, x 
theſe baly Evangeliiis;z that is, the Goſpel wrote Mer 
them; as the Name of Moſes is given in Scripturliih 


Idolatry in them, nor any thing like it in us; An 
we may as lawfully kiſs the Book, as lift up the Han 
fince neither of them are prohibited by God's La 
and ſo being indifferent in themſelves, we may att 
the caſe requires. 1 


* 
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A Poſtſcript. 


R. Keith having printed a Sermon, which 

N preached at Boſton in Ne- England; Mr. 
creaſe Mather: one of the Miniſters there, publiſt 
ſome Remarks. upon it. | 
In which, $. 7. He objects againſt the 7th Ri 
of Mr. X. viz. That © Set Forms of Prayers 
© Thanklgiving, where the People pray vocally u 
their Miniſter, are a Duty urder the New Tel); tb 
ment as the Old. 17530 
In Oppofitian to this Mr. M. replies, 7Þar it i 
our Opinion, that all Forms are unlawful. A late Vim 


_— —_——— 


bim that wrote A Brief Diſcourſe concerning the 
-lawfulneſs of Common-Prayer-Worſhip. Bu 
has: in many other Particulars dealt very faifly and di 
nuouſly, ſo in ibat reſpedt of the Diſcourjer's Fudgmen! 
pretended Anſwerer has wronged him. Indeed we look 
"the _Impoſition of Terms as ſinful, bus not all uſe of the 
were much better for Men, that have not the Gift of 
er, ta uſe a Form in their Families than not 10 pray at 
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ars. ago; and hath-lain ſo long undiſturbed, tho? 
hath been reprinted! ſeveral times: And now this 
or thinks de hath acquitted himſelf well by 
ending a few hard Words upon it, and without ma- 
wx good one tittle of t. TEN POP 
But why doth. he call che Author Anonymous? when 
copies after the Di/courſer, Who appears under no 
zer Title, than that of a Reverend and Learned Divine, 
uch how well ſhever he may deſerve, yet I ſuppoſe 
was not intended to be appropriated to one alone, 
there were no more, than he that had a Right to 


Why again, doth he call him Firulemt? when if ſo it 
re, he has the Learned and Reverend for his Compur- 
vr, who beſtows no better à Character upon our 
ways ( which is the Eſtabliſhed Order of our 
horch; and the National Religion (than | 
it's Heatheniſb, Fewifſh and Popiſh, Idola» P. 4, 
and Ridiculom: That it Violazes the Word 6, 7. 
644 by obliterating, adding, and ſacrilegi:- 
ſtealing from ii: And advances the Apocrypha a- 


But after all I am apt to think, he cannot juſtly 
ge the aforeſaid Tract with any ſach Reflections, 
{he can, I will undertake that that Author ſhall 
ily ask his Pardon for it. Wy 

He (aith, that Anonymous Author hath in many Tarti- 


rs 

deal very falfly and diſingeniouſly with his Adver- 

Te; but parcicularly in the Opinion he aſcribes to 
N of holding al Forms unlawful. ao 

t Mt is hardly wofth the while fo reply to this, 

ira it we may judge of the many Particulars in reſerve 


this, I doubt the Charge would remain in its full 
ce, For if this Author be pleas'd to review the 
a, he may obſerve, that all the Forms, there ſpo- 


ai ot, is to be underſtood of the Forms in Diſpute 
en that are Forms uſed in publick Congregations : 
oo Men Me to the Title of a Book wrote ( as he ſaith, 
the * G p. 11.) 


Hoſtſeript. "140 
The Anopymone: Tract was publiſhed firſt above ten 
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